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Abstract

:

Due to their simple layout and adaptability to various environments, straw checkerboards are widely used to control windblown sand in China. To fully understand the wind proofing and sand-fixing benefits of different board specifications, and to determine the restorative effects of straw checkerboard, we tested different sizes of checkerboard, determined their performance as a windbreak and in trapping shifting sand, and constructed models based on wind tunnel tests, enabling the wind speed flow field to be analysed. We also sampled the soil in areas where straw checkerboards had been established for several years and analysed the trends in soil physical and chemical properties over time. We found that all sizes of straw checkerboard effectively reduced the wind speed near the surface and formed a protected area, with the best protective effect achieved for a one-meter board. All sizes of straw checkerboard effectively intercepted windblown sand to form surface accumulation, with the one-meter board again showing the best performance. The use of a straw checkerboard also effectively improved the physical and chemical properties of soil and promoted ecological restoration. These results indicate that straw checkerboards are a low-cost engineering measure that could play an important role in desertification control and the ecological restoration of sandy land ecosystems.
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1. Introduction


According to China’s desertification and sandy status bulletin, China’s desert area in 2014 was 261.16 million km2, accounting for 27.20% of the total land area. The sandy land area was 172.12 million km2, accounting for 17.93% of the total land area [1], with wind erosion being the main process responsible for soil degradation and desertification [2,3]. Straw from wheat, rice, and other plants is placed in the shape of a checkerboard, with one half buried in the sand and the other half exposed (Figure 1), typically to a height of about 20 cm. Straw checkerboards form squares of various sizes, with sides of 1.0, 2.0, or 3.0 m. Due to their low cost, ease of use, and convenient and effective features, straw checkerboards have been widely used in desertification prevention and windblown sand control in China [4]. Straw checkerboards were first used in the northwest windy sand area and have become one of the most widely-used and well-applied engineering measures to control soil erosion throughout the country [5]. In addition, straw checkerboards have played an important role in the construction of railways, pipelines, expressways, and power transmission lines [6], and their use has been extended to Africa, Eastern Asia, and Mongolia [7].



The existing research on the protective principle of straw checkerboards is thorough. A straw checkerboard prevents sand from being suspended and transported by the wind, changes the structure of the wind flow by increasing the surface roughness and threshold wind speed, and reduces the near surface wind speed [8,9]. Some studies analysed the roughness, sediment transport, and other indicators, and measured the wind speed profile to illustrate the effect of a windbreak [5,10] enabling the creation of a simple model [11]. Other studies used wind tunnel simulation experiments to investigate single sand-barrier grids and to propose appropriate structural characteristics [12]. Some researchers analysed the effects of sand barriers on the environment, including changes in the soil water content on the windward slopes of sand dunes in different locations [13], and changes in soil particle size after the placement of straw checkerboards over long time scales [14].



The use of sand barriers is based on the similarity between wind tunnel tests and computer-based numerical simulations of aerodynamic conditions [11,15], with few field experiments having been conducted. The main objective of such experiments has been to assess wind parameters, with less focus on surface erosion. The influence of straw checkerboards on the ecological restoration of sandy land has mostly been assessed based on long-term studies, or by measuring basic soil data over a short period [13,16]. No single time scale explains soil changes and community succession. As such, the aims of this study were to combine field experiments with wind tunnel experiments to analyse the wind flow field of a cross-section and longitudinal section of a straw checkerboard grid; analyse the sediment accumulation in a straw checkerboard grid, based on the premise of two-phase flow and by conducting a quantitative analysis of sediment volume; and observe the changes in soil physical and chemical properties and microbial activity and to clarify the process of ecological restoration after placing a straw checkerboard in the field. Another aim of this research was to reach a comprehensive understanding of the capacity of straw checkerboards to protect and transform the ecological environment in sandy areas.




2. Materials and Methods


2.1. Site Description


This study was divided into field observation and wind tunnel simulation experiments. The field site was located at the Yanchi Research Station (37°42′31″ N, 107°13′45″ E, 1530 m a.s.l.), Ningxia Province, Northern China. The station is located at the southern edge of the Mu Us desert in the transitional area between the arid and semi-arid climatic zones. The annual average temperature is 8.1 °C. The annual rainfall is 287 mm, with large interannual variations (133–572 mm·yr−1), which is far less than the annual evaporation of 2024 mm, and 80% of the rainfall is concentrated in the period of June to September. The soil is sandy, with a bulk density of 1.54 ± 0.08 g·cm−3 (mean ± SD) in the upper 10 cm of the soil profile, and the soil pH is 8.42 ± 1.4 (mean ± SD). Some areas have been sown by air to promote ecological restoration, with the main vegetation currently consisting of shrubs such as Artemisia ordosica and Hedysarum mongolicum.



The wind tunnel system of Beijing Forestry University is located at the Mount Jiu Sand Physics Laboratory in Beijing. The wind tunnel consists of two sections: the wind tunnel body and the monitoring system. The total length of the tunnel body is 24 m, of which the test section is 12 m, the cross-sectional area is 0.6 × 0.6 m, and the wind speed range is continuously adjustable from 3 to 40 m·s−1. The monitoring system consists of a power system, three-dimensional displacement measuring system, hot film anemometer (IFA300, TSI, Shoreview, MN, USA), and a hotline anemometer (KIMO, Montpon Ménestérol, France). In the three-dimensional displacement measuring system, the position of the anemometer probe can be adjusted with a precision of 1 mm. The hot film anemometer was used to adjust the roughness element and measure the wind velocity profile. The wind speed flow field was measured by the KIMO hot line anemometer.




2.2. Experimental Design and Data Collection


To determine the windbreaking efficiency and sand-fixing capacity of straw checkerboards, square grids with sides of 1, 2, and 3 m were laid out separately in a field of shifting sand. The sand barrier height was 20 cm. The different sides of the sand barrier were arranged in 10 rows and 5 columns, and in the middle column, a three-cup anemometer (Onset, Bourne, MA, USA) and HoBo weather station (Onset, Bourne, MA, USA) were set up. The measurement heights were 20 cm and 1 m (Figure 2).



2.2.1. Surface Roughness


To analyse the effect of straw checkerboards on the near surface wind speed, we selected a roughness that reflected the characteristics of the underlying surface. Surface roughness is an important indicator of the effectiveness of sand control [17,18]. In near-surface airflow, due to the resistance of the rough surface, the wind speed increases with height. Close to the surface, there is a location where the wind speed is equal to the resistance. At this altitude the wind velocity is zero. The height at which velocity is extrapolated to zero is a measure of surface roughness [19]. In practice, it is difficult to measure the surface roughness directly, and an indirect method is usually used for its derivation [20]. According to the distribution of wind speed with altitude, when the near-surface air flow is neutral in the atmosphere [21]:


  V = 5.75 ×  V F  × lg  (   H   Z 0     )   



(1)




where V is wind speed at height H (m s−1), VF is the frictional flow rate (m s−1), and Z0 is the surface roughness (m).



The roughness formula is as follows:


   lg  Z 0  =   lg  Z 2  − A lg  Z 1    1 − A      A =    V 2     V 1      



(2)




where V1 (m·s−1) is the speed at the height of Z1, and V2 (m·s−1) is the speed at the height of Z2 at the same time.



From Equation (2), we calculated the roughness by measuring the wind speed corresponding to any two heights. In this study, we selected the heights of 0.2 and 1 m.




2.2.2. Wind Speed Flow Field


To analyse the wind speed distribution in the straw checkerboard grid, we constructed a model with lengths of 10, 20, and 30 cm, while maintaining a ratio of 1:10 between the wind tunnel model and the actual checkerboard in the field. According to the wind speed gradient, we set the wind speed to 5, 8, or 11 m·s−1.



The longitudinal flow field was measured at the center line in the middle of a column in a grid. The distance between the measuring point and the gridline was 1 cm, the minimum height of the measurement point was 1 cm, the highest point was 10 cm, the adjacent measurement points were 1 cm away, and 90 measurement points were taken in each grid. Measurements were recorded along the wind direction from the first grid until the wind speed reached a stable level and a plane flow-field measurement point was then set on the next grid. The measurement point of the plane-flow field had a height of 1 cm, with a distance between the measurement point and the gridline of 1 cm, and the distance between the adjacent points also 1 cm, as shown in Figure 2. The wind speed flow field was interpolated through a simulation using Golden surfer 12.0 software (Surfer, Golden, CO, USA).




2.2.3. Surface Erosion


To determine the erosional condition of the surface in the field after laying a straw checkerboard and to study the extent of sand fixation, we placed graduated bamboo measurement poles in the sand barrier grid at points where the wind speed was stable. The diameter of each pole was 3 mm and the length was 50 cm. Each pole was inserted 20 cm into the ground with the upper part of the pole protruding 30 cm out of the ground. Each side of the straw checkerboard was equally divided into 10 units, and the grid was divided into 100 small squares, with all vertexes being measurement points (Figure 3). After each wind event, the scale on the measuring pole was recorded. When a stable surface formed following erosion, the final change in surface height according to the scale on the bamboo pole was recorded and a computer was used to produce a three-dimensional (3D) topographic map. Surface erosion conditions were simulated using Golden software surfer 12.0 (Surfer, Golden, CO, USA).





2.3. Soil Sampling and Sample Survey


To study the influence of the straw checkerboard barriers on ecological restoration after their deployment, we conducted a long-term study of the sandy land management in this area over a period of many years. We arranged 1 m straw checkerboards in 2006, 2011, 2015, and 2016. Soil samples were taken from the four plots and bare sand was used as a control. The depth of soil sampling was 40 cm, with each 10 cm being sampled as a separate layer. Simultaneously, three 2 × 2 m areas were randomly assigned to observe the vegetation type and coverage.



Soil particle size was measured by a laser particle size analyser (Ankersmid, Nijverdal, The Netherlands), using sodium hexametaphosphate as a dispersant. We used a sodium hydroxide absorption titration method to determine the degree of soil carbon mineralisation [22] and a commercial pH meter (LeiCi, Shanghai, China) to determine soil pH. Soil total nitrogen and total phosphorus were determined using an automatic chemical analyser (LI-COR, Lincoln, NE, USA), and soil organic matter was determined using a potassium dichromate dilution heat method [23]. The soil moisture content was determined using the drying method at 105 °C [23].




2.4. Statistical Analysis


One-way analysis of variance (ANOVA) and Tukey’s honest significant difference (HSD) post-hoc tests were used to examine differences in roughness at different levels of wind velocity, pH, clay, silt, sand, soil water, total nitrogen, total phosphorus, organic matter, and the mineralisation rate of each soil depth among years. Statistical significance was determined at a level of p < 0.05. All statistical analyses were performed using SPSS software (ver. 19.0; SPSS Inc., Chicago, IL, USA).





3. Results


3.1. Windproofing Efficiency


3.1.1. Surface Roughness


The surface roughness of bare sandy land increased with wind speed (Table 1): the higher the wind speed, the faster the increase in roughness. When the wind speed increased from 5 to 8 m·s−1, the roughness increased by 24.9%, and when the wind speed increased from 8 to 11 m·s−1, the roughness increased by 88%. The surface roughness within the straw checkerboard showed the opposite trend, decreasing when the wind speed increased from 5 to 11 m·s−1 and roughness was much greater than for bare sand. The roughness of a one-meter-long straw checkerboard was 46.2, 25.1, and 13.7 times greater than that of the bare sandy land under the three tested wind speeds of 5, 8, and 11 m·s−1, respectively. The roughness values of the two- and three-meter-long straw checkerboards were 45.1, 24.4, and 8.7, and 17.2, 18.9, and 4.8 times those of the bare sandy land under the three different wind speeds, respectively. When the wind speeds were 5 and 8 m·s−1, the difference in roughness between the one- and two-meter-long straw checkerboards was small. When the wind speed increased to 11 m·s−1, the roughness of the 1one-meter-long straw checkerboard was significantly higher than that of the two-meter-long grass squares. The roughness value of the one- and two-meter-long grass squares was significantly higher than that of the three-meter-long grass square under the different wind speeds.




3.1.2. Wind Flow Field


The airflow velocity distribution across the different sizes of straw checkerboard is shown in Figure 4. The positive coordinate on the horizontal axis represents the leeward side of the straw checkerboard and the negative coordinate indicates the windward side of the straw checkerboard. The gap between adjacent contour lines is 0.2 m·s−1. The wind speed, before it reached the sand barrier, had a certain functional relationship with height, with a positive correlation between wind speed and height. The wind velocity profile was altered as it passed over the sand barrier, but it still displayed changes with height. The airflow uplifted when it encountered the sand barriers, and the wind speed within the straw checkerboard reduced, but it increased sharply above the sand barrier. In the 10-cm-long straw checkerboard, the wind speed fluctuated substantially over the height range of 0–5 cm. The wind speed clearly decreased near the sand barrier at a height of 0–2 cm, while in the height range of 2–5 cm, the wind speed increased sharply. In the height range of 5–10 cm, little change in wind speed occurred, with values being higher than the original wind speed, indicating that the airflow was stable in this area, and that the wind speed did not change with height. The wind speed distribution over a 20-cm-long straw checkerboard was similar to the wind speed distribution over a 10-cm barrier. The wind speed behind the barrier was lower than the original wind speed over the height range of 0–2 cm. Over the height range of 2–5 cm, the wind speed was affected by an upwelling airflow when it passed through the sand barrier, and the original wind speed was then restored. The wind speed also accelerated in the height range of 5–10 cm after it passed over the sand barrier, and the air flow became relatively stable. In this region, the wind speed was higher than the original value. The wind speed in the height range of 0–2 cm over the 30 cm straw checkerboard decreased after it passed through the sand barrier and then remained relatively stable. In the height range of 2–10 cm, the wind speed increased with the upwelling air flow through the sand barrier, and then decreased to the original value.



The wind speed gradually reached a steady state after passing over the straw checkerboard. Figure 5 shows the numerical values of the wind speed after passing over straw checkerboards with different specifications under different wind speed conditions 5. The figure demonstrates that when the airflow passed through the grid, a retardation zone formed behind any obstacle, where the wind speed decreased sharply. Subsequently, the wind speed in the middle of the grid gradually increased, and then decreased slightly before the end of the grid. It eventually formed a low velocity area- acceleration zone-deceleration zone energy structure. On the same side of the straw checkerboard under different wind speed conditions, the distribution of the flow-field structure was significantly similar. In the 10-cm-long straw checkerboard, a vortex deceleration zone formed on both sides in the first 3 cm, and two areas of acceleration formed in the following 3–10 cm. The wind speed in the middle of the grid, i.e., 3–5 cm from the side, continuously increased, and remained in a relatively stable state in the following 5–10 cm. With increasing wind speed, the range and structure of the different energy zones were basically the same. In the 20-cm-long straw checkerboard, three areas of weak wind speed formed on the upwind side of the grid. Two wind shadow zones formed on either side, with one located within 0–5 cm of the windward side. On the other side, the wind shadow area was larger, occupying the area of 0–10 cm. The sparsity of contours in the area beyond this zone of low wind speed indicated that the wind velocity fluctuation in this area was small and the airflow was relatively stable. The extent of the zone of low wind speed decreased with increasing wind speed, and the corresponding area of steady flow energy increased accordingly. In the 30-cm-long straw checkerboard, an obvious deceleration zone formed on both sides of the windward side, and the deceleration zone was extensive, occupying half of the whole grid along the wind direction. The low wind speed region on the leeward side of the grid was relatively small, and a relatively stable flow-field distribution was maintained. As the wind speed increased, the structural differences between the low-speed energy region and the steady flow region were small.





3.2. Surface Erosion and Accumulation


Figure 6 shows that the amount of sediment in the straw checkerboard was positive, indicating that the research area was not a source of sand, and the sand barrier had a protective effect as a windbreak that encouraged sand fixation. The sand in the one-meter-long straw checkerboard was more uniform than in the other grids, and the amount of accumulated sediment was greater, with a fuller shape. The surface formed as a convex shape. In the two-meter-long straw checkerboard, there was a large amount of sand in the upwind direction and less in the downwind direction. The most serious erosion occurred in the middle of the grid and an undercutting phenomenon was not obvious. The three-meter straw checkerboard accumulated less sand than the other checkerboards, with the distribution of sand grains being similar to that of the two-meter-long straw checkerboard, forming a concave shape with more sand on both sides than in the middle. The distribution of sediment in the straw checkerboard had a strong relationship with the wind velocity and structure of the flow field, with the sediment concentration being higher in low-speed areas. The sediment concentration at each point in the vertical wind direction was relatively consistent, indicating that the sides of the sand barrier minimally influenced the sediment yield.




3.3. Ecological Restoration of Sandy Land


3.3.1. Changes in Soil Physical and Chemical Properties


It can be seen from Table 2 that the soil pH in straw checkerboard plots, established in different years, was largely stable over time. The pH of soil layers changed little over time, with all soil layers being weakly alkaline. The soil particle size changed substantially over time. The clay and silt content in soil after 10 years increased from 0.273 ± 0.015% and 4.66 ± 0.29% to 0.683 ± 0.028%, 9.243 ± 0.39%, respectively, while the gravel content in bare sandy land decreased from 95.608 ± 1.97% to 90.075 ± 1.338%. The variation in soil particle size in the different soil layers was similar, although the range in changes in the first five years of the study period was much larger than that in the final five years, representing more than 70% of the total variation. The soil moisture content increased over time after the straw checkerboards were placed in the field, with an increase from 2.621 ± 0.274% to 3.863 ± 0.072% after 10 years, and an overall growth rate of 147.4%. The water content of the 0–10-cm soil layer increased after the sand barrier had been in place for one year, accounting for 58.1% of the total increase over the whole study period. The increase in the soil moisture content in the 10–20-cm layer accounted for half of the total increase. Five years after the straw checkerboard was established, more than three-quarters of the total increase in soil moisture content occurred in the deeper soil layers. The changes in soil particle size and soil water content indicated that the overall physical properties of the soils were significantly improved after straw checkerboards were implemented, providing a good environment for vegetation community construction and ecological restoration.



The total nitrogen content of the soil increased 1.7-fold from 0.474 to 0.806g·kg−1 over the 10 years that the straw checkerboard was in place, with 81.6% of the total increase occurring in the first five years (Table 2). The total nitrogen content of the 0–10-cm soil layer increased rapidly in the first five years, but clearly decreased by the end of the 10th year. The total nitrogen content in the 10–30-cm soil layer was basically stable in the first five years, while a large increase was recorded in the last five years. The total nitrogen content in the 30–40-cm soil layer remained basically unchanged. As the soil depth increased, the total nitrogen content first increased and then decreased, with the total nitrogen content of deep soil layers being even lower than that of the surface sediment in bare sandy soil. Following deposition from the atmosphere, nitrogen accumulates on the surface, whereas the straw checkerboard intercepts windblown sand so that the surface is lifted and part of the nitrogen is leached into the soil. The total phosphorus content of the soil remained stable over the 10 years. The soil organic matter content increased over time, and was significantly higher in surface soil than in the deep soil layers. The establishment of a straw checkerboard significantly increased the soil total nitrogen, and organic matter content increased, contributing to the survival of microbial communities and the improvement of soil conditions.



Soil carbon mineralisation is a general term that refers to the transformation of organic carbon into inorganic carbon in soil under the action of microorganisms. Soil carbon mineralisation is used to characterise the activity of soil microbial communities. The rate of soil carbon mineralisation clearly improved after the straw checkerboard was established for one year but slowed considerably after nine years (Table 2). At the end of the 10-year study period, there had been a 2.19-fold increase from 62.17 ± 1.11 mg (kg·d)−1 to 136.19 ± 0.83 mg (kg·d)−1. From the beginning of the second year, the surface soil carbon mineralisation capacity continued to increase, and the carbon mineralisation capacity of the 0–10-cm layer after 10 years was 2.55-fold greater than that of bare sand. The rate of soil carbon mineralisation in the deep soil layers was basically unchanged. The improvement in soil carbon mineralisation indicated that microbial activity was stronger and reflected an increase in the soil organic matter content.




3.3.2. Vegetation Restoration


The ability of a straw checkerboard to restore ecosystems depends on its potential to improve the near-surface conditions and create a suitable environment for the restoration of vegetation. A pioneer herbaceous species, Agriophyllum squarrosum, became established after the straw checkerboard was placed in the field. The number of herbaceous plants increased after two years and their coverage also increased. Another pioneer herbaceous plant also established itself. After five years, the population of A. squarrosum declined and the number of Corispermum hyssopifolium plants increased sharply to form a stable population structure. Several shrubs of A. ordosica also appeared. After 10 years, the pioneer herbs disappeared, and a stable population of the shrub A. ordosica. formed. The total vegetation coverage reached 59.83 ± 1.437%. From the perspective of vegetation recovery, the use of a straw checkerboard played an important role in ecological restoration.






4. Discussion


4.1. Influence of Straw Checkerboard on Wind Speed


Figure 5 shows that the airflow was blocked after passing through the checkerboard, forming a wind shadow in the upwind direction. Thereafter, wind speed gradually increased in the middle of the grid. In the downwind direction, airflow was then blocked by the checkerboard and wind speed again decreased, following a decrease-increase-decrease structure. Dong et al. [12] obtained similar results and classified these three regions as eddy current deceleration, recovery acceleration, and blocking deceleration, respectively. In order to achieve better protection, it is necessary to expand the proportion of the deceleration area and reduce the proportion of the acceleration area as much as possible. Since the deceleration zone is mainly caused by the physical obstruction of the checkerboard, reducing the length of the mesh increases airflow blockage so that the area of the deceleration zone is enlarged. This phenomenon also explains why the one-meter-long straw checkerboard had the best wind proofing effect.




4.2. Influence of the Straw Checkerboard on Sediment


Many studies have shown that when an air flow passes through a sand barrier, the pressure difference caused by the blockage and the flow around the barrier can cause eddy currents, which erode the surface sand and undercut the surface layer [16,24,25,26]. However, we did not observe this phenomenon in our study. In all the studies where the undercut phenomenon was observed, a fixed sand barrier was used, which only an aboveground section [27,28]. For such barriers, part of the air flow passes through the gap between the sand barrier and the ground surface to form a narrow tube effect, accelerate the airflow, and cause erosion. The embedded straw checkerboard can protect the surface sand from erosion and avoid the undercut erosion phenomenon.



Generally, sand accumulating in the checkerboard forms a concave curved surface, as shown in Figure 6 for the straw checkerboards with side lengths of two and three meters. With a wind speed of 4.1 m·s−1, more sand accumulates in the deceleration area and less in the acceleration area. The sand carrying capacity of sand-driving wind is related to wind speed, such that when wind speed decreases, the sand carrying capacity of the sand-driving wind reduces, causing the sand to precipitate and deposit. In contrast, when wind speed accelerates, it blows along the sand surface, picking up and carrying sand. More sand accumulated in the grid of the one-meter-long straw checkerboard, and no concave surface formed. This occurred because the one-meter-long straw checkerboard had better sand accumulation capacity, thus it could intercept more sand grains. This phenomenon also reflects a deficiency in the straw checkerboard: although it offers protective effects, the duration of this protection period is short, after which it is easily buried by sand. In practical applications, the straw checkerboard should be supplemented regularly, or be used in conjunction with aerial sowing and shrub planting.




4.3. Influence of Straw Checkerboard on Ecological Restoration


We combined the vegetation growth data from Table 3 with soil physical and chemical properties from Table 2 to analyse the effects of straw checkerboard on the ecological environment of sandy land. Soil water content and organic matter were positively correlated with the straw checkerboard laying time, and increased considerably after the appearance of shrubs, indicating that vegetation had better water conservation capacity and that litter was the main source of soil organic matter. Soil carbon mineralisation was markedly improved when pioneer herbaceous plants emerged after straw grid laying, indicating that soil microbial activity also greatly improved, which caused an increase in total nitrogen content in non-industrial areas. Microbial activity remained stable after a large increase in the first year. Therefore, we suspect that the decline in total phosphorus content during the subsequent few years was caused by an increase in the demand for phosphorus due to the increase in vegetation. In the first two years after the laying of straw checkerboard, the vanguard herbaceous plant coverage was low. Straw checkerboards could effectively intercept sand grains within sand-driving wind, so that the wind carried mainly clay and silt. Therefore, clay and silt content increased as sand content decreased. Thereafter, with the formation of a stable herbaceous plant population and shrub emergence, the shifting sandy land became fixed sandy land, and transit winds became pure airflows. The change in soil particle size was thus the result of the action of microorganisms on humus.



The sandy soil in this area has been reported to have a low clay and silt content, and poor soil cohesion [29,30,31]; thus, water and nutrient retention is difficult. The physical and chemical properties of soils with or without sand barriers have also been analysed [32,33]. Other studies have examined the effect of straw checkerboards on vegetation restoration, arguing that sand barriers can promote plant growth [34,35,36]. In our study, the physical and chemical properties of soil changed similar to the reports by other authors, but the recovery of vegetation far exceeded that reported in other regions. By comparing the site parameters, we determined that the average rainfall in the study area was 287 mm, whereas in other areas where similar studies have been conducted, it was as low as 180 mm [14]. Our study area, therefore, received more rainfall and had more stable climatic conditions to encourage plant growth than experienced in other studies. The improvement in the physical and chemical soil properties requires the decomposition of humus by microorganisms [28,37]. Therefore, precipitation plays an important role in sandy ecosystems.





5. Conclusions


As an important engineering measure for windblown sand control, we analysed the wind proofing and sand-fixing benefits of different specifications of straw checkerboards and their impact on ecological restoration. We found that the use of straw checkerboard effectively reduced the surface wind speed and intercepted sand, with a one-meter-long checkerboard providing optimal performance. A one-meter-long straw checkerboard effectively improved the sand-driving wind structure, produced maximum roughness, and prevented sand from being eroded. It also reduced the near-surface wind speed, improved the wind speed flow field structure, expanded the specific gravity of the deceleration zone, and reduced wind erosion. The one-meter-long straw checkerboard also intercepted sand more effectively under sand-driving wind conditions and deposited this sand within the grid. In addition, the one-meter-long straw checkerboard created a good environment for vegetation growth, promoted succession in the sandy ecosystem from mobile sandy land to a shrub and herb community, and improved the physical and chemical properties of soil, including water content, organic matter, and the soil environment. Based on these results, we concluded that using straw checkerboards is an effective measure for sand ecosystem management, and that their use could control desertification and promote the restoration of vegetation ecosystems under arid climate conditions. In addition, this measure can be used along railways, transport pipelines, and other forms of infrastructure that require protection from windblown sand.
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Figure 1. Semi-buried straw checkerboard. 
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Figure 2. Schematic diagram of the measurement points within a grid. 
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Figure 3. Schematic diagram showing the positioning of measurement poles. (L means the length of the grid). 
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Figure 4. Longitudinal section of the rate of wind speed acceleration of straw checkerboard. 
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Figure 5. Flow fields for straw checkerboards of different side lengths and wind speeds: (a) 5 m·s−1, (b) 8 m·s–1, and (c) 11 m·s–1. Straw lengths from left to right are 10, 20, and 30 cm. 
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Figure 6. Surface erosion and sediment deposition in checkerboards with different lengths. (a) 1 m, (b) 2 m, (c) 3 m. 
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Table 1. Roughness of straw checkerboards of different side lengths (cm).
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Velocity

	
Side Length

	
Bare Sand




	
1 m

	
2 m

	
3 m






	
5 m·s−1

	
0.0998 ± 0.00152a

	
0.0974 ± 0.00187a

	
0.0372 ± 0.00212a

	
0.0022 ± 0.00021a




	
8 m·s−1

	
0.0678 ± 0.00144b

	
0.0659 ± 0.00154b

	
0.0510 ± 0.00186b

	
0.0027 ± 0.00015a




	
11 m·s−1

	
0.0694 ± 0.00164b

	
0.0439 ± 0.00104c

	
0.0243 ± 0.00216c

	
0.0051 ± 0.00026b








Letters a b and c represent significant differences (p < 0.05) among wind speeds. Data represent means ± SD. 
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Table 2. Physical and chemical properties of soil layers in the years after a straw checkerboard was established.






Table 2. Physical and chemical properties of soil layers in the years after a straw checkerboard was established.





	
Depth

(cm)

	
Years

	
pH

	
Clay

(<2 μm)

(%)

	
Silt

(2–50 μm)

(%)

	
Sand

(50–2000 μm)

(%)

	
Soil Water Content

(%)

	
Total Nitrogen

(g·kg−1)

	
Total Phosphorus

(g·kg−1)

	
Organic Matter

(g·kg−1)

	
Mineralisation Rate

(mg·(kg·d)−1)






	
0–10

	
0

	
8.055 ± 0.04a

	
0.31 ± 0.01a

	
5.30 ± 0.32a

	
94.39 ± 1.89a

	
2.545 ± 0.078a

	
0.086 ± 0.006a

	
0.014 ± 0.004a

	
0.21 ± 0.07a

	
15.74 ± 1.42a




	
1

	
7.990 ± 0.01a

	
0.53 ± 0.02b

	
5.47 ± 0.41a

	
94.00 ± 1.53a

	
3.228 ± 0.052b

	
0.064 ± 0.003a

	
0.013 ± 0.003a

	
0.26 ± 0.04a

	
31.85 ± 0.73b




	
2

	
7.870 ± 0.03a

	
0.66 ± 0.04b,c

	
6.52 ± 0.37b

	
92.82 ± 1.53b

	
3.324 ± 0.085b

	
0.128 ± 0.007b

	
0.035 ± 0.002b

	
0.54 ± 0.11b

	
31.79 ± 0.47b




	
5

	
7.945 ± 0.05a

	
0.73 ± 0.04c

	
8.36 ± 0.43c

	
90.91 ± 1.28c

	
3.356 ± 0.056b

	
0.261 ± 0.008c

	
0.048 ± 0.004b

	
1.18 ± 0.23c

	
37.41 ± 1.04c




	
10

	
7.955 ± 0.01a

	
0.79 ± 0.02c

	
9.42 ± 0.42c

	
89.79 ± 1.37c

	
3.721 ± 0.054c

	
0.105 ± 0.005c

	
0.031 ± 0.002b

	
3.32 ± 0.31d

	
40.09 ± 0.71c




	
10–20

	
0

	
8.195 ± 0.04a

	
0.27 ± 0.02a

	
4.68 ± 0.28a

	
95.05 ± 2.03a

	
3.629 ± 0.085a

	
0.135 ± 0.008a

	
0.020 ± 0.006a

	
0.19 ± 0.06a

	
15.68 ± 1.33a




	
1

	
8.050 ± 0.01a

	
0.51 ± 0.01b

	
5.20 ± 0.38b

	
94.29 ± 1.68a

	
3.76 ± 0.0690a

	
0.174 ± 0.007a

	
0.053 ± 0.004b

	
0.2 ± 0.05a

	
29.27 ± 1.29b




	
2

	
7.990 ± 0.01a

	
0.62 ± 0.03c

	
6.44 ± 0.35c

	
92.94 ± 1.47b

	
3.647 ± 0.074a

	
0.111 ± 0.006a

	
0.056 ± 0.006b

	
0.42 ± 0.07b

	
29.53 ± 0.43b




	
5

	
8.085 ± 0.01a

	
0.71 ± 0.02d

	
8.25 ± 0.46d

	
91.04 ± 1.46c

	
4.102 ± 0.076b

	
0.144 ± 0.007a

	
0.037 ± 0.003c

	
0.93 ± 0.19c

	
33.27 ± 0.92b




	
10

	
8.090 ± 0.01a

	
0.71 ± 0.04d

	
9.37 ± 0.38e

	
89.92 ± 1.29c

	
4.565 ± 0.072b

	
0.259 ± 0.009b

	
0.031 ± 0.003c

	
2.14 ± 0.25d

	
34.53 ± 0.52b




	
20–30

	
0

	
8.145 ± 0.02a

	
0.28 ± 0.01a

	
4.43 ± 0.31a

	
95.29 ± 2.2a

	
2.226 ± 0.063a

	
0.197 ± 0.008a

	
0.044 ± 0.006a

	
0.16 ± 0.05a

	
16.47 ± 1.25a




	
1

	
8.070 ± 0.01a

	
0.46 ± 0.02b

	
4.90 ± 0.32a

	
94.64 ± 1.71b

	
2.366 ± 0.074a

	
0.068 ± 0.002b

	
0.031 ± 0.002a

	
0.17 ± 0.04a

	
29.68 ± 1.08b




	
2

	
8.015 ± 0.01a

	
0.59 ± 0.02c

	
6.37 ± 0.41b

	
93.04 ± 1.52c

	
2.623 ± 0.045b

	
0.156 ± 0.008a

	
0.062 ± 0.006b

	
0.26 ± 0.05b

	
30.29 ± 0.19b




	
5

	
8.115 ± 0.02a

	
0.65 ± 0.03d

	
8.17 ± 0.39c

	
91.18 ± 1.55d

	
3.589 ± 0.069c

	
0.204 ± 0.008b

	
0.035 ± 0.004a

	
0.42 ± 0.12c

	
30.38 ± 0.48b




	
10

	
8.105 ± 0.01a

	
0.68 ± 0.03d

	
9.25 ± 0.35d

	
90.07 ± 1.26d

	
4.075 ± 0.077d

	
0.314 ± 0.009c

	
0.023 ± 0.002c

	
1.33 ± 0.18d

	
30.86 ± 0.64b




	
30–40

	
0

	
8.185 ± 0.02a

	
0.23 ± 0.02a

	
4.23 ± 0.25a

	
95.54 ± 1.74a

	
2.085 ± 0.048a

	
0.056 ± 0.003a

	
0.031 ± 0.005a

	
0.17 ± 0.07a

	
14.28 ± 0.42a




	
1

	
8.030 ± 0.07a

	
0.42 ± 0.02b

	
4.68 ± 0.32a

	
94.90 ± 1.65a

	
2.235 ± 0.063a

	
0.112 ± 0.005b

	
0.019 ± 0.001a

	
0.17 ± 0.04a

	
29.08 ± 0.84b




	
2

	
8.120 ± 0.06a

	
0.54 ± 0.03bc

	
6.17 ± 0.28b

	
93.29 ± 1.33b

	
2.335 ± 0.044a

	
0.193 ± 0.006c

	
0.037 ± 0.005a

	
0.24 ± 0.06b

	
31.48 ± 0.79b




	
5

	
8.170 ± 0.04a

	
0.62 ± 0.02c

	
8.02 ± 0.35c

	
91.36 ± 1.48c

	
2.945 ± 0.066b

	
0.136 ± 0.007b

	
0.035 ± 0.004a

	
0.44 ± 0.08c

	
29.18 ± 1.28b




	
10

	
8.185 ± 0.01a

	
0.55 ± 0.02c

	
8.93 ± 0.41c

	
90.52 ± 1.43c

	
3.089 ± 0.083b

	
0.128 ± 0.005b

	
0.013 ± 0.002b

	
1.16 ± 0.14d

	
30.71 ± 1.45b








Letters a, b and c represent significant differences (p < 0.05) in interannual variation. Data are means ± SD. 
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Table 3. Vegetation recovery in the years after a sand barrier was constructed on a plot.
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Years

	
Corispermum Hyssopifolium

	
Agriophyllum Squarrosum

	
Artemisia Ordosica

	
Total Coverage




	
Quantity

	
Coverage

	
Quantity

	
Coverage

	
Quantity

	
Coverage






	
0

	
-

	
-

	
-

	
-

	
-

	
-

	
-




	
1

	
-

	
-

	
4.3 ± 0.577

	
8.72 ± 0.653

	
-

	
-

	
8.72 ± 0.576




	
2

	
23.3 ± 2.659

	
1.33 ± 0.178

	
7.7 ± 0.643

	
11.53 ± 0.837

	
-

	
-

	
12.86 ± 0.731




	
5

	
420 ± 23.355

	
24.35 ± 0.744

	
-

	
-

	
1.3 ± 0.114

	
12.13 ± 0.745

	
35.71 ± 1.213




	
10

	
-

	
-

	
-

	
-

	
2.7 ± 0.132

	
59.83 ± 1.013

	
59.83 ± 1.437








Data represent means ± SD.














© 2018 by the authors. Licensee MDPI, Basel, Switzerland. This article is an open access article distributed under the terms and conditions of the Creative Commons Attribution (CC BY) license (http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/).






media/file13.jpg
Wind





media/file4.png
Wind

direction ‘_1__‘;\\) ;
> HYiwiw Wi iy
> }

Straw checkerboard

* Three-cup anemometer

L2:0:0:0:0:-80 0%
B:0:0-0-8-0-8-8-0-%
30 R00B0RR0 OB B
M e R R0 B0 REOB0 R B
B =0 R0 B0 R0 B BB A
000808 F
IS-0-0-0-0-0-8-8-8-¢
0 R0 R0OR0ROR0 BB
M 20 R0 R0R0ROREOROROR 4

ar = x

H Wind tunnel simulation test point





nav.xhtml


  ijerph-15-02184


  
    		
      ijerph-15-02184
    


  




  





media/file11.png
cm

10
m/s m/s m/s
8 H23 B29 §so
: 22 N2.7 =36
A AN /P —1.9 — 21 —27
5 1? 1.9
. 1.7
4 1.6 1.5
1.5 1.3
3 1.4 '
14 1.1
2 5 0.9
: 0.7
1 N
: |
0 1 23 456 78 910cem T 5 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 200m 30 cm
(a)
cm
20
- m/s 18 m/s m/s
Wind B..16 ] B
gg 14 - B
A | - 4.8
N - 4
3.6
3.2
2.8
2.4
2
0 123 456 7 8 9 10cm g8 10 12 14 16 18 20cm 30 cm

(b)





media/file16.png
.s“‘p“"
.“s‘“‘o\
== SRS
g‘s"«‘&‘ >
S e
S

4

< = = ="
1 = %%zz?:z%zg;%§3:3i§:§::‘§§§§§§%§::§s§s§$§s§‘
oooo'l"mf%ﬂ"zll % \\\\\ BRsiEAN \?\’\\\\\\ et ANRw;
5.'.0300.:.:',@;,5111”1,;«@'0.‘ SR VAR “»:«'\\\\\\v(\\\
.oéo.oz.ot,'av,’mwllc,A,A\\«‘ ‘\\\M\ PSSt ‘\\ \\\v~\\\v
0’0"&0‘.’0”}”"71"00" s “\\ AR s e SRR S
~°.~;-?.o.~:,i;;;;4mo.n& o S ooy ‘\,—‘\\\\\“\\\ NN
e 04 2 0as OV i\ ,—v“\\ A% K 5 AR s
s ,.,...g..,....,,;;5”,,,,,'.. 5 Paet VAR SR SN MR e evenss
S5 o'o‘o’.O’oO?oozlllli'llllOAQA““‘ Brsses ‘\\‘\\‘ [\t ‘\ L v“\\\vt\\‘ .00’00’.0’.

.ée‘...%%:o:&:o ;o:'z"l,‘tllllywv‘\“ % e \\\\\\\\\ “\,o‘»‘\\\\u\\\\‘ = Seess
0‘0’&‘:’0’0’0’0/0’3":0‘0""1'!0' Q““‘ ‘\‘ ‘\\\\\‘"‘ DU XS "‘\\\\\VA\\\\‘3 “‘333:“200’00‘3’
o'.wi.&.'o'cc.‘.u'.\'lo,'li.'.o&o‘\\\/ ‘\\\ o VAN o ‘\\vn\\\vm\‘»‘::::&::o::o::o.
o’o'&.oi.'o"n’.o’o%”~l,lﬁ~A®»‘a\\\\ ‘\\‘\‘\\\\\w“ \‘«‘s“v A\wA\\\‘\::«.y::»:«:..:.o
&.o..,on@p.“.w.'i:w T RER SER “‘\‘,,—“ w“\\\\\ O A»:v«\\‘\\--\\\\\‘\wz:w::&:«:o::o(

A°0‘:0’0‘.00’o‘00’0 Am”o'iil:tOO&‘\\\\\\‘.« \\\\\\\‘“\\\\‘vw‘v v‘Q“\\\\\wg\“\g‘....:,..:..3.:,,‘
'&z:*:e”:.‘.o%‘.’¢0.0‘0'0v¢v6~A‘l'l"‘»'”““\\\"'\\‘\ N “v‘\“\\\v A\\\“““t \\\k\a\‘¢':oo’.&..o:.0:.g,o';o
S ooooo.’o.‘&v« ol ivu}& S AR R DA% ‘\‘r‘\\\\kx\\t:.&:&:&:o*:&.o‘:"
P ’.:&::o:»:.e,e,,o‘o..og X ALTE PHBLR ateseet vy ‘«‘\\\\\\‘,\‘\\\‘ R o “\‘\“‘...oo..o..o.oo S
.0.00.00.00.0}“0.‘,0.0“0“ KL ,’vv{‘\\\\\ st @\\\\“‘“’Q’Q’b"Q“‘\\‘\“‘\”:0’:0’302' =
00‘0’¢’.¢¢’-‘."&&‘“0 TRELIL T XS ‘&‘«s‘“‘\ 000‘0“‘ “»«‘;:..o..:,,g.
(=3 ’»:w:&.o‘o‘e\:o%o’“‘»‘.'tln'n“‘“‘\\\‘«\\\\\&o“««:«»« "ooz«s“\‘w':.»z::o:':'z'

Q,Q lllo..o.&.o:&.oze\&.o“:«;o.@o'lyeAAQ“\‘\\\\\sw.e.e":.«s::::. ‘:::‘»«:‘«:ozzzzzz?,
.0..0.0.00.0.0’0’.'&“‘0’00.0\'0'0000'"v"v"’\\\\G300““.0":”3:°==‘0 :0¢\\t‘“““&’:"f"’d’ﬂﬁlr
‘.0:00.0‘.0.0‘."““0‘00’#&,’.‘.’0“‘“\ “v»..':.o:.&:oo:oo:o:::::&.&‘\\%t:::'ze%o:':;'z:;nmwzf
0&0‘.‘0‘&&“&‘&%‘0’0000’0 S W8S &o’o&o”:":&‘o"»«‘&“\va\‘%v* = =

‘.o:&.&.ooo‘&&000‘#@4‘4‘4‘,«\ /‘f»".o..:.zz..:‘..:,.\““‘ o = e
o.o.o‘Q‘Q‘o‘09000.0"‘0’?@' KRS “‘Q0.000°:‘¢0’.«$‘“\“‘¢* S
SeStetitensy. oS Setetoctels KX TR &00‘0‘0‘&" e S =
s a%a? 25055005 e R St =
sSeetetee SRSEX SGHBLERL QK e o%02% s s ==
S pot e 3% 20 0s% %% S 25 “9000'0‘0‘003'1“-' Ao =t ==
2 ll||I‘3::23,::2:8&:3@023:@%&:‘92&3“3{6@%33z§§§§§§%lo&;t‘i’o’z‘iv:-’:z%. i = = ==
Ilﬁ:§s:§gg:,::g:;:::.g:g::g::‘:::::g.:zt‘ozzzézz;ézzz:;f;z;ig.:.&.‘::os::’:‘::::::..g:.izzgziz:,::.,:.: o§§§§§=§§§§§3§§=§§:§::«'i£§:§§§$:s“s:?i":‘
= Q‘"{"\OQ“Q 5 o&.%v:: Qi K 04 bedete%e% RSREL I e eo:.o:.,o‘..&.«‘ T
.‘f:::::t:%%:‘:s'oO‘o 0‘0“.0‘.30:3 ztr'—/,’.'o'QW&QWQA A".‘Q‘Q”QQ’Q‘.’Q“&‘”‘O‘:":":0’:0‘;.0:'0"
= = = = s ““‘""‘0’0’&6‘6 0Aozo‘o’o%'«:o’:wzo':-:«:&:&‘
== 7 e 0% K 0.0.0.0.0
S === = ;‘%@;ﬁ!"‘“’.’v‘» 042.0.0.0.0.0:.&‘0;70'.0,2.0,0.0.0:03“.0..0..0
S = o//,fwi:,0,0.0o,‘&&;ov.v.'iv.o.&&&&.‘&e&‘.’&.o.wz.o’
= '4’%’”"0"9‘6"«0‘0‘"”"3"”"“:":‘“:"0""'":\‘:""0’:"
1 = Z "55":'5"'00'0""'& e‘Ao‘o’o'o':i*io*»:.o':.«lozoz'z'.o;e’o:o'
;zﬁ;;;#'.\olo.O.o‘oo’.’svoe:.Oo'o'.:'z*zo:y:«::o:o.'.oo'.o.o:v
m 2 seeas: &o...:s.o.o.'o..o.%..‘«:.e:ez:o:o:ozosz
0,0'036e‘&f&“','.'o'o0,0,'0000.‘.&0030030\’»0.0.’.0‘
‘0‘00’0’3";0’;*&00‘!00,'0’00,00’.0.0’&:*‘\0'0'
0.02.0«’.0’»3*.0.%%'000'0‘00%‘00.0:&&}\‘
PoeSs 00..000.o\~000,'¢ o, 0’.0,0.000 2S5
S <
‘ “t§=§§§§:§z§§§f‘.§:§:§3§z§§i~*’
‘0‘.0:03000"0'0’0"'0
%:-zoozo:ro:o:o:o'
]
%gt‘»"
L)
,\¢.>






media/file2.png





media/file10.jpg





media/file5.jpg
Q000000 O0o0
O 000000 O0o0
O 00000000
Q000000 0O
Q000000 0O0
Q000000 0Oo0
QO 0000000 o0
QO 00000000
O 000000 0O0

1/10L





media/file3.jpg
!

EEEEEEEEE

R R R R
B RRCE B R

& o o R
R RO R R

R RCR B R
ot R R
Bt R R

Wind T T i
wisis || 4 | !
— [l
_ | ]
HERERN
Sawaheckoboud g Threcupsnemometer

B R R R R

J( Wind et st st i





media/file14.jpg





media/file1.jpg





media/file7.jpg
Wind
dirction

—

—
—

105
doos
os
o8
los
075
07
loss
05
0ss
os
45
s
035
o3
025
o2
o1s
o1
lo0s





media/file15.png
<
...::::33‘
e ““.00 :2:00::"’:’
...o:::=§§§§E::g§:§§:§§::3§§ ::§§§::§§::§:.
o.oo..o:..o:..,::::::::::::::t:::...» .0.00’30".:"."
3..00..0.0%’.0:..::::::::::""""’..‘.“’:‘.“"."..“..‘
...00.00.004roo.o:.o::;::-..:::::g‘s’..o...v..eooe..o:...ozo..
:...0:.00.0’:93000030....t::::‘s"t:::23000300002.0‘20“.:”..:.
.%;\;ii::::o::oz»:zzzzz:iisi:;zsz%§§§§:‘35*3”:’gigzggzgg:::iis:&
1 $255 o c::::::::::«:oziv:o:o::.::‘o’iiis::i:ssszz:..§:s;g:::gi?:;\:::o:::‘:“"
."0000.0. o.«“.,....«,o.q,'.o.o........:““’"‘..:.'... ‘.‘.‘&&.“‘.’{,%
«*:».o:.o.o.gzo‘o‘»\:o:::::.:.e':'::.:.::,:.z:::is::::::::.::::::»:.::::::::»:23“’::::’
e t»..::::.:o":»z.e.‘v‘?'%5:::::§z§§zz:§2z§§§:§s§z§§§3§§§§:::a~:::=$$§‘§zssz§zzzésiiii“?"
oo."». .&‘eo‘@:.&.o&“«o:«;,.m:'-’:o:z:::;::::\.\:&s;ti::;\:::3"’3‘"”’":::.zz:{é§§::Egs.
003’20030:0:0.0303*’oo"“{ov‘.‘v:"‘:&"‘:é‘:o.:03‘!75'3:'.3:::33’5:§§§s:§§;\g::::‘ssz::‘::z::“z“":§§:§i
.oz‘zzzz3‘:’333333:‘2333::3:'3’:‘%::.::‘::‘&::33&&:3:{"?5%%z%%?ﬁgsssi‘%%§§%§%§§§%i§§?*‘“"“‘fig%ﬁ%§§‘
LL 00‘000A Povee REIKS peSsetents! by e S04 «p“«,:“:::iﬁzzié ,,,,’5;;/,;,:3 =
- w:.o:e:#t«‘:z':o::e,......:.::ittizz;;ffezgzﬁzzéfé‘:““‘s&%§§§§§:gzizﬁzgéggss »
SRS o'o".m&e&.o.o;o.oz..o.o,o:zf;«;;,, 4;4%‘:“»:«.0300:&;&&«»‘s«'ﬁ»’::o:;:o:.z'frvz = =
% 3.0.'#0.0 v;‘Oo'ovnp%&.g«:,;’ﬁzzz; ./;z.z.o.o.v‘ﬁo.&.0.»«::«»«;»:..o;o:'z'»z: yoog;o:.&::sxit‘sg"
..‘v‘:&"y’l’: : z&.‘.‘":'g:‘;i%ﬂ%iizss.::030.3039&"0‘:&2«%&3&:{«’3@"&:3"" ,o/:‘:::::&::i%%i%\:‘s:&
zogzozz‘ftzzu“ioee.%%éezzt‘?:*z&%;:%i';%e:%’«“zz’—:a:».‘ :2;::::%5323;;%?3‘:"3“"‘%" A ":izzgisa‘& ’
.0'0%9.00%‘90“#&0'000\',"‘!"@5 -I‘Q’Q“Q“‘&’v.%9.000000o¢::::§§§§:30:o‘0!'io!l u»z&::::s“ﬁf:g\:s:
.0.0&..4 ‘06A0009000'ilt.~'ll vAA““’Q‘ 00Q’&.O00.«:...‘.“....0.00.% 5 ...o..o...‘m:gs“xs;.s::’“‘
‘”“.“.v‘e.i‘&é.‘,‘e!”'"\"i’"‘”‘ s ,’.v.‘.e.&.»»z«»:oz..:..:::::::::::..o.o},"' o.o.so:..o»wg::gt:;::::::::::.
S v.é‘;otoo‘o"o’iWOiil"olli"!i@"é‘&”‘.0'6v..“-.oz'o‘.:ogz'z:&:::::::'::::&o;ll,“o ,»toto:.«:::::s%:«sasszza‘s“:
o‘qvaba fébﬁlo'ol'l 0~l~\000'6v "AQ‘0‘00‘4.00"3700002000:00033:::::, ‘Ol,"l,a» o}%ooo,‘«s‘s\‘xg»»ssgg»‘““’
0‘0‘0’6‘~ &0‘600’& 275 i\'i&!'o“&&&ve%o005':3:,‘rozoz...o..o'.oosgggg._ '5’4"7""'00o\’.’0QO“‘&%‘:“‘tttxxtg‘tt:::"::“
»S ||‘:00.00.0&A o:ooelo\';'coo.'oo.e».&.Olo.o.o.‘r.,',‘v,,c..»:.‘o:.&:..«:...zzozé:czw&;#.oy:.«b::::::::.“"“"g‘
S3etetete ovy&OtQ'»:w:"iQo&-.. »9...0.'»v¢a0.» .0.&.«:.«:::..:.o.«».go.oeA.,..'.«»..s..‘;::::«:ﬁg‘t
eSS 2o Y ~0~~0~¢0 1AL < oveoooot&lix‘ 2SS .0..,..,,..,...». SR ,..,‘.‘.“,..,.‘»:““““"
<SS e SLILAL 0~l~0'x00’.*0‘0’0’&00000~'. LSS &.0.0.........05“&0& ‘,.‘“‘»»““..‘:\:"““‘
SRR, 00¢~00» #,~l~~lioo..0.0.«.~'~'oi~'¢0i~ IRRSE »&0.%00.»...»..0.& ba¥abe &.&...»«;:::s“‘\‘\g‘“
< SIS A‘.OQ‘*""'\"’.I\OOO‘,«‘.OQO&@';Q’# e ’Q"‘"@300.00..0”..00,.0’,ve ““.Q"‘::o‘s..’ozf\:"‘:‘:
».ooo.v.noo 0'\00~'~0000000 o.'.O.’.Oo#\o LR o’o‘oo.«..o:..».«.&ow3.00.oo..o:..«:::‘t:“‘“
= “"‘e"\% \""\"\""',.’;eQ’O"&""’",“" e 9.0.'0‘0’0’0’0:0‘633.00‘.0“0‘9 v;«:.&.o:.oo::«::::::.
'.69"."‘:."""!'#!'\"5,'\"i¢00"02{000 .:'% ".’Q‘,\AQQQ“”? 6”0"0"!00’00‘::»“”0“?0‘ 0.0'3‘»::0800:30’:3003323: TR
SIS e&olt\'f#'ilih’!l 705 *&.00’.00.0&\000036- -‘040400‘.*00’: o’.oz.oozttgé‘veO0,0:.0.o:.o:.ooz.oo’..o’sss“\t‘:z‘\;‘t‘
. | || | r««.&.ov&"'&l&l'li:@:o’e,o%‘oo.»o.tz*’o'&.o’;&‘v 9.0;‘.»"':1.0».0::.»‘.:“‘0og,',of;.z.o:.»:..«“.»“:““"‘} —
0000000.00.0‘1’lill’#.i»l,'ltz!"'\w'ooo.000.0 .’.0.&.&.0"&i::}.'fwl.o.»::::::g‘ ,,Ar,;,%;:.z:.w:..»‘y»mds\nws““‘“ =
1 o‘.o'.o.o&'ll#l~:t.' lll«?'oo'vooo'o‘o.Oo 0\0.0‘.& .'s,iq,t.‘lv'.%»,.‘»-: o;;ggz;;e;:..&%.«’:»«"w \I‘\\‘“““‘ ;
.0.00.000\000\"“!1:,ul;'000.0000.0000.0\00«0.«0.000..c,&v:opo.o = s 7 = S /\“m‘
00.00.000\000.'Iln:,&ooo.‘oo.#oo.o.0..0..0.0':»"0,«.00.00.00.0or:'.vl‘\\‘»«\\\ OO ‘\\“‘\‘\‘“
".’%"’.\.'” Av',;w:.«*».o..o.ooy.oo.o.oz.».«..o,.n,‘«.'oo.o.o.&.oo:.*'oo.xo SRae A e “-A\ R
.o.o.o.¢o~c~uvln,4v,'ot..0 \.,o..,o,..,.......,.,,,,,,q,,.,q.....o 0‘0000 SRS R ! % O
.:...,..,....;#ll,,‘n,,;’,,,.,».o 0000.\’0000.“!.'0.0,.0\.00.00001,:',';"’.::00.00.‘0‘.0’.00O0v““\\\‘"' s "“\‘“““ =
.:zzzozzo:.-zl,i‘;lf;'ﬂrl,:.o.o.o}"»,’.o\’\.%%é.0,0:»..0:»0:.0:0,«‘,”:",':;532o::0""".‘.A"‘.é““!m A““‘.‘“““‘v‘ - “'} :
.o.o:';;z:;,’lf, ;’l'o.o.o50.0.0.00.».";450:.0:0::.03“'303'% = "zz:::sz“" "“VQA‘..‘" “"A\“““"" “““““““\v ‘
’\Q | 0:?;«2‘?’?’;‘#,4@0 ,'o o%o:ozzzzzz;;’ézg" = 62.»,:«'7;1 e .2::::::&%:8\0”"6AA“‘{A\“““" : 0 “‘V““v -
"zzf;‘z“ - .‘%"‘”’/ Z/é;f?"%:’? .;;g:v{li’&.%ﬂ\tttﬁt&:&«s‘@ KK ~$¢¢\\,‘x\‘\v-~¢\\\\\'\'\ \,,“‘\\\,,,4\\\);\\‘1
,4;;,;,:-,.;.,‘,,” s g::.oz.os.oz«:c.cozo.t!AQ»‘\«:.‘««::::-‘:""““"‘mw o : - "““"“‘
l"bo.@ow.o.o Z = 0.0'.’\“@':'0"«‘1’0' vA\,/‘»s»«x\‘\w%‘t“"' 0% 2 “““ ““““‘““" =
,;;.;,;.;;.,,,.,,,, 7R ,»,uolyoo.o.«.v “Av"\\‘“&‘33&3‘*:‘““‘—“““““\“ i o “"“““‘
"":‘g':'zﬂ% ,l,*““""v AAQ‘#M'viA Rt »"""f"ost}n\‘v‘\«v‘v"v‘\@t\\\‘\‘v 4\\\\‘\\\\\\ Wt o LR
"‘r"’;‘"g,”;rqi""'%‘ Ree! ety < AQA‘A’A‘“‘%$’Q¢“§§‘K\\\“A“¢Q“$“\\f\h\‘w ety "‘“"‘”"\\\“,””/\‘
;"‘;;!'it")i’A"A""' &l‘m. ‘\“‘V‘yv XX A}“A‘}}‘Gk\’“"""“‘"‘%\\‘\\‘4\“\‘“‘ ‘«‘“\\, »—"‘\‘,» 2
Il‘?’""i""'vAv‘ e " At Ry .A“A&“'Q"Ovo\“§\'t\“ A““‘ .‘Q\\\‘v« . -“‘v"""‘““'/ “”‘
"""I,AAQA""A Yo &A&W‘vwwA, A&&\\‘:\\\\\,w s ,x‘\\‘.‘c\\\\w\\\w S ,‘-««\‘»t‘«
soox@.vw SRR R e .&Avwoﬂ, SR o N i S S
"\'I.'%A‘Amv‘v S A‘A‘A’C"’vu'AA‘&"Q‘\‘)A\{Rw““t,‘o“,‘lﬂx‘:\x SRR \\\\\,«n‘"“\““‘
o;é'e‘&xo'vw‘m.w,mmvw n&«vx.vue. %‘n«\y&“&t“““’{\'\\“&{‘ 8 "“\‘«"{\’\“""“"‘"‘&&
.olovée»g.A'XOxé“Mxov‘vA, R, »&\,\,\)‘Aw&:&‘,""“““’:\\\\‘ \\\‘K\““'"‘(“"é“““&“
K& ‘A‘A““‘va" HRSEKIEE, A’A“V«»\\}n\‘«;.a«“\\‘ve\w&\\wa’&\\‘“‘““‘/ “‘“"‘“&&‘
0SS SRS, A Sune K0 S a\v,“‘».»\‘{“&\‘\‘\‘"‘ ok = -
o ‘“ ‘-A“““‘W.“ O A XXX QVvV$v/\‘\\‘tA\\““"t‘“ "A\‘:\\\\\“A“WX‘““““"/&v ‘9“"“.
XN I XAE A RS R oK \\‘\‘rm‘\“‘“"&\\t“‘“‘ - - <
o.‘t&‘:{«:&';'éﬂ'l%w&#ww 0."0:0‘*&"3&»{&«:&.““‘,9:.\&:&ti%?&f&‘*"“:“::"e:&s&:&f“z‘
S e{v"«""&é X %xé‘iviv XXRE .9,9‘69‘»‘,»}4::‘\\\‘«;»\\\';\“g‘;%\\%%"‘gw&:y:&&‘"'
&\«‘.&& ’Vv,A,.A‘,AVAVv % 6“& <SS \\§\§%:‘€*":““““’ .
"26“‘2’36‘2;“'3":":“%“10?%‘!0‘0% et \sxie“s:%?:::::" g
«,‘.“».‘s&&z&'& LTS e ~ /
"o«"’""‘"‘va ,A‘.AO‘O .‘.‘“"6&‘
““& 2 % S "VA""V
“‘Q“‘o“‘»‘ ‘o'o&’”“.“
9’%{‘"‘&"& “"’A“.’v
R ‘0‘&' s
e SOSS < =il
é;i:’«%:%‘ oiz:::‘&l
st
- o
r\?

e
e
00000.»'0'3"3’ = =
‘.00.0000 s s =
1 :30‘:;0::0::0:03:0:3030:3“".s‘ ‘\%‘?“‘g&‘
..o.«a.»..*.o s ‘p\‘«:&k““"“‘“
:::z:zzzz.::«zozz’:gt:.os:%%&"“‘&“‘Rg&
= .z:o:f:o:z:.:::.o:z.o:.e«.&\:&}3& e
s :::::‘éz:i;::si%;iz:%:::zst*.‘;’.’%?é*’£¥‘§5‘5\“;‘%‘%
\0.0«‘, ..,.3;:,,:.,::,:;....-“ < '\“v'- AVAY e ISR
so.Qf.'.o.o.ofz...;.g...oo.“‘e»s‘ i SN \\\‘“"“‘
e Forps Seeaes =3 ‘ -
:.«...:.:zf':.azzzzz;::::;.:.;..:‘,z::...s*:ss«"&?:\w 3 ==
.o:.:.o:.:.az.z,zv,;':;oz.zo:\.zo':%8::::::’:.:««:‘«&":%\!*\““&"‘&
S = ::o:.::'z.::zz;:z;:,zz::::&&‘&“’m«««A “.\“ﬂ\m‘s&*‘“
.00:00.00‘&’?0 00.000020‘."’.0'0%! Z‘Xc’l‘?o,‘o‘t‘c“‘\,\“‘\\"’\\\.‘x&\ ‘?Zt\';{"&‘&\\\\‘§““¢:‘o“
..«:.e:.o:.::.::.f:.::ozzvi.:&:.:é~.~';'?';@ww‘_‘,‘«“’“}?‘“”““Wﬁ&ﬁ\wy&tzz&&
602..oz.o:»z.%o:o‘:«:.e.@z.&oo;e‘oms. KR —»«{wg‘m\,\,‘a‘\\.!-«\\)*«\\‘z«gv&t&a{t«“‘""
...::::::z::.::2’::.::::;::9@::.::»:%:4::3“:4&#o s “‘w‘\‘“‘\\‘\s‘\z\s\gx\w':é‘:‘“’"
.o..0.0.0.30&0‘..0.&0%4‘&‘ LG 2528 SRS SRS S v;\\,wtsti%“’.o”””’
.:.»o..‘.’o.o..-.ee?.".«.v y&%"ovelve&w REE e \\‘9‘»\\»m;{sn\»\xs;:\t:o%“’:"
..35;:;53:%33?;‘:?‘: ??;g:sgtzségi?mé‘sﬁ&ww\&“ ~$:§?§§§§§s§§§§§§§:..
S .ov.vAAo‘ 055 polet e Ko Ss SRS TSN S5 RIS .\“,,.«;::::230”.&:.-
< .::..::..&:z.y:zo‘ :0‘:.0'&:%‘o:.‘z".é“‘?»“,“‘g‘."&r&«::«\\‘z‘\‘\\‘o‘t&\\"\‘, '»“s»iii:::::::?::’?’"gz::’
SS llr':::z%::tzfz.::@:':»z&:e::o::&::-:!&::;‘?%ﬁ:‘x&%‘?‘/‘é"{*"“““‘g“gg‘“:;zgsgii&w:&:gzg :'
< RS SRS Joetedels Ro0oel 552 SSRTR, IS TR SRS RS ..».:«::..:::::3*”"
“."““&v}..o 5SS A..‘o‘.o‘ \\\\ S P AN et \\w«»& ‘&»o‘» .00.»...,.0.»...»...
S »o«&.&.o.&'e ‘.0&0,0%“0 OSSR SRR grat N »‘o““"“‘ “""‘:’::..‘.“‘.“”“"‘.'...
.. ““"“ .“v“‘ = - “"““‘/A A""“‘ »«‘.& ..‘s’»‘ 235 000000...000000.‘s¢¢\00000.0
oSesee .00.00.0.0 V‘OAQOQ‘QOV‘v SRS K aves S5 »‘,«"o& .«.‘%«,»0‘.0.0.‘0.«.‘ ..o‘.‘.«'.o.«o..
‘.’/"/ 5o S5 SCCRE, 2e%e% XXX oS8 SRS CRSEKS P < “0‘£"s‘¢ .o'v.Oooo S oS ST s
llll "::és:‘.::zo:&:: = .:::.,zgg:e‘:&s,\)&&t’;:ﬁét&!:‘:&a‘%‘«’:zéfzzizzgz o o::;:;o..::iiz:::8%:“::30::3::;
‘:.:s&:::‘::&: ’&:‘Qz&:&’: S «;‘::::.::zo‘:z‘::.‘s‘y.o’:zzzzzzz e— = e
...‘.,,;::".:«‘ee‘. RSt S é«s»o....::.z:...«;‘wet'z'f"’zzz;ﬁ,, = l/ -
.:«’.6»:::0“:‘ :0’3&609‘&!&‘!‘,2&:&‘:&::::::% £ = = 3”’:"‘/‘3392333:"4/’ — -
0:::&“::&‘:“:‘“y“w‘w‘%&%.;.;z;;,gﬁ, — = .:::«:3»::*3.:.::;;;':%;4:, o =
‘:::::’rzz”‘q&&&‘v’é".‘v% < ....g.g,;,;z; ’2?,:;5‘:15323,3?:22 ».‘».ongﬁziizz:;?"’ié - ,,,;;gé‘:‘§§§§§§$§§§= =
d .::::::.“&o&&‘&“o‘«'oa:,q Z ;%z:z‘f:‘z'g;z' = = = ;‘,“;,:‘,‘:::::gg::\sg%
SR S5 SRR ee 03 o= .,..,..,,Ar,: = iz i ’1,:',,4:.0.‘90 .0...o°:“‘““‘t\
:::‘:‘:p“s;,.:;..:;w:,;i = ;ff;?zzf;gf,;?%z, = = zzzﬁ:z.:.o;to:o:.o:::.:sz:asg
i T: :ﬁs‘s&s&‘%’l ’I’g%;%%éﬁﬁiﬁéggz‘a&z&:&:ﬁ:if.ggz.. z:z:;z::::?z‘:‘izzzzzzziiggisza:s.‘
< SEREeseees e = ';zztg'v,,"l,' 2 e va eIt v 0003:: Seeess oot Lo .c‘::::::“
- ; = ;7’75,,,;14’75"”';""".‘\’. oo .0.0‘».0.0.0..» ‘..o:o':"’00000000‘0"00‘»0“‘\\:‘
. - i - ::g::/z?gg’;;%"”’,,g,,a;'.0.00.00.00.0.0.2.00.000 ::EE::;4»..0..«.00:..“..“:~
Wind ,;«,,,;;:zz,ff:zz;zzész;zz....;s;gs;;;f:;sggégééz%zg?3‘%??;?%%%% ii::§§ggigizsz&&w
I"’z'z;;":d’z’,:,gé:“‘?”g:gz:’:i' .»,;oi;'/oﬁ;'z.o:.z»':%..:.o.o:o‘ap.». «::.»::....
.,,zzg:éo:“"'““‘5”’“5‘5““‘?5;"' st ;,z.:zzio;:ozzzszzzzzozz.g»:. ::.000‘
“"’0": ",.,.,,o:.,..:..:fr":.: Easeots s 0.0.0’.»0.00..0:.0:00:0‘0:.0
.'z?;:‘é‘?é,:;zszziz’:iiziz.:o‘izgzoz.z‘zo:«:.:3:3"::::::::::::::*:.0’
'z'zo'.‘»00.0.00300..0.0‘0'1»‘0"""""’0’."...‘....’...
0.000"00000 .o.».«..o.o‘!.o o‘b’o‘o" s ..“,".“.
el S SR SHLX aseteess S jaasesos ]
..z%ziiziizzz:::ﬁzzizizi‘-:izz‘z%i:it?“?“i‘::j
"'...‘.‘..5"0000"0 T
0.0.0.0.4!.0.""'.“.- 1
0.0.0.0 .000'0""‘.
0.00.0000900'.'0' e =
00000.0"'0.0.000'»‘0"'."
0.00.4!.0000.0""" ]
.o;.'.o"""""’
s =]
,‘:,.:ooz"
ey
S





media/file12.png
cm
10

O - N W A OB N

o

1

2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10¢m

cm
20
_ %% -
=5 - e
- 4814 - 6.2
B E 22 127 B E 56
4 15
. 4.2 10 ]
4 4.4
i gg 8 - B3.8
B34 6 * 22
3.2 .
3 4 - -~ - Eo
0

0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20cm

(c)

cm
30
m/s
251 -
N7
20- - g_
6.
5.
5.
5
4.
4.
3.
3.
3
30 cm

LOND h~hOONOO b





media/file9.jpg





media/file0.png





media/file8.png
Wind

direction

—>

—>
—>

cm

10

Length -
20cm

0

cm

10
Length
30cm






media/file6.png
1/10 L

Q)

R N

L N

A N o N (. S N WO (A SN (S WO A T S SR A
L N T N N

o

P R e W A N Al S A SO S S S W WP W

]

O o o0 0 0o o0 0 0 o O
¢ o O 00 0o 0 0 0 0 O ¢

¢ O 0o 0o 0 0 00 0 0 0 ——

¢ O o 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 —

L ¢ 0 0 0 0 0 o 0 O O ¢

¢ O 00 0 00 0 00 0 0 O
¢ OO0 0 00 0 0 0 0 O @
O o O 0 0 0 0 0 o O @
O o O 0 00 0 0 0 o O @

Pl I

A

A4






