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Abstract: Climate change affects all sectors of human activity. Agricultural management
is influenced by changes in temperature and precipitation distribution both during the
growing season and in the non-growing period. The contribution of snowmelt erosion to
the total annual loss of arable soil has not yet been sufficiently emphasized. Based on the
USLE principle, an equation for soil loss caused by snowmelt was derived, and the erosion
potential of snow was determined for the conditions in the Czech Republic. In the foothill
area of Větřkovice, an analysis of changes in selected climatic characteristics in the years
1961–2020 was elaborated. It was shown that the area is warming and the number of days
with temperatures below 0 ◦C is decreasing. The total annual precipitation decreased by
18 mm. Furthermore, the erosion potential was compared in two referential periods for
both the entire Czech Republic and the Větřkovice area, and a case study of soil loss due to
snowmelt erosion was prepared. Despite a slight reduction in the erosion potential in the
model area, the erosion shear from snowmelt reaches values higher than the permissible
limit.

Keywords: erosion potential; climatic characteristics; foothill area; soil loss; non-vegetation
period; snow water equivalent

1. Introduction
Snow is one of the most variable elements of the hydrological cycle [1]; therefore,

snowmelt combined with rain and soil freezing can lead to severe erosion, even in less
vulnerable areas [2]. According to [3], soil erosion is one of the main global environmental
problems limiting the sustainable development of the ecological environment. As stated [4],
soil loss caused by snowmelt runoff constitutes a significant part of the total annual soil
erosion in mid to high latitudes, as confirmed by [5–7]. In these vulnerable areas, snowmelt
erosion can cause serious damage to soil quality and health, water quality, crop yields,
and overall ecological balance [8,9]. With the increasing melting of glaciers and decreasing
snow cover, the impact of snowmelt on hydrological processes and soil erosion is becoming
more serious [10]. Annual snowfall only accounts for 5% of the total global precipitation,
as stated by [11]. Due to the spatial heterogeneity of snow distribution and the complexity
of snowmelt processes, snowmelt runoff in mid to high latitudes likely causes even more
severe soil erosion than water erosion [12–15], as evidenced by erosion studies [16–18].
This is further confirmed by [19], who demonstrated that water flows much faster on a
frozen slope than on a thawed slope. Erosion caused by snowmelt has its own distinct
characteristics [20], such as snowmelt runoff being sensitive to changes in radiation and air
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temperature, the soil surface being affected by freezing and thawing, the frozen-soil layer
reducing infiltration, and low vegetation cover during the snowmelt period.

The primary characteristic of snowmelt erosion is the freezing of soil during the
winter, leading to the exclusion of water from the soil, which forms ice crystals around
soil aggregates. These crystals break up soil aggregates, resulting in fine particles that
are released and transported during snowmelt [10]. The thawed topsoil becomes muddy
and susceptible to erosional damage. Another effect of soil freezing is increased soil
erodibility in the spring months, when the potential for water infiltration into lower layers
is significantly reduced [9]. In this period, relatively strong erosion occurs in the surface
layer, even though the amount of melting snow is small. The erosion process during
snowmelt is accelerated by the arrival of warm air masses accompanied by rainfall [21,22].
According to [23], the temporal variability of snow cover and the spatial heterogeneity
of soil freezing, together with rain-on-snow events, cause complex and dynamic runoff.
Ref. [24] found that the rate of snowmelt and infiltration of rain into frozen soil depends
largely on the initial water content, frost depth, and soil temperature.

Snow cover is also an important indicator of the climatic character of winter. The
analysis of spatial and temporal variability of snow cover in a watershed helps to assess
changes in flood regimes [25], predicting snowmelt runoff in the spring period [26]; it is
also an important indicator for assessing air temperature in climate studies [27].

Snowmelt, soil freezing, and related erosion events exhibit significant spatial variabil-
ity [28]. According to [29], spring snowmelt, as well as repeated snowmelt during winter,
contributes to annual water runoff and soil particle removal from the entire watershed. Soil
particles released by melting snow water are deposited at the foot of slopes when their
velocity decreases. Fine soil particles, however, are transported to watercourses, where they
constitute most of the sediment. This unchanneled runoff from melting snow causes soil
loss if not protected by vegetation and can lead to seasonal flooding [30–32]. Soil erosion
increases with slope steepness and length and depends on spring weather conditions
as well as those during winter and autumn [33]. The microrelief of cultivated land also
significantly affects soil erosion. The most intense soil erosion is observed on fields plowed
along the slope and is significantly less intense on fields cultivated along the contour lines,
as ridges and furrows reduce and impede the flow of water from melting snow. It was also
found by [18] that the protective effect of vegetation in the spring is small, and the risk of
erosion is particularly high in areas where autumn plowing leaves the soil unprotected.
According to [34], there has been a significant increase in temperature characteristics in the
Czech Republic between 1961 and 2019. Due to rising temperatures, an increase in the ratio
of rainfall to snowfall, especially at the beginning and end of the cold season, and thus less
snow accumulation during the winter season, is expected [35].

In practice, two approaches are used to calculate snowmelt runoff. The first is the
energy balance method and the second is the temperature index method. A more accurate
alternative to represent snowpack processes is the energy balance method. The energy
balance approach is data-intensive because melting is derived from the balance of incoming
and outgoing energy components. In contrast, temperature-index models, also called
degree-day models, use only air temperature to estimate melt rates [36]. The use of
temperature indices (degree days) is based on an assumed relationship between ablation
and air temperature, which is usually expressed as positive temperature sums [37].

Snow accumulation and melt are further influenced by various factors, primarily
elevation, wind, exposure, slope, and vegetation cover. According to [38], vegetation
is the most significant influencing factor. Other factors such as elevation, orientation,
and exposure to the prevailing wind direction act in combination and it is not possible
to clearly determine a dominant factor. The melting rate is usually significantly lower
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than the intensity of rainfall, which is commonly recorded in mm·day−1. However, the
soil is frozen and saturated with water in the surface layer during winter, reducing the
infiltration rate. As a result, a significant portion of the meltwater runs off, and thus the
runoff coefficient from snowmelt on frozen soil is usually higher than that of rainwater.
Normal values of snowmelt runoff range from 1.0 to 15 mm·day−1. Although erosion
caused by meltwater does not reach the same intensity as erosion caused by rainfall runoff,
it acts over a larger area with little vegetation protection, making soil erosion one of the
primary consequences [21,22].

Erosion models provide a powerful tool for investigating snowmelt erosion. Concep-
tual models, which are based on empirical relationships between variables, and physical
models, which are grounded in the physics of snowmelt, are commonly employed in such
studies [39]. Some of the physical models used include SWAT (Soil and Water Assessment
Tool), WEPP (Water Erosion Prediction Project), EUROSEM (European Soil Erosion Mod-
els), and LISEM (Limburg Soil Erosion Model). The Czech hydrometeorological institute
(CHMI) uses the SNOW17 model to simulate the accumulation and melting of snow cover.
The model combines the two main approaches to snow cover modeling. A simple energy
balance is used in the case of liquid precipitation. In other cases, a degree-day approach is
used.

Empirical models are mostly based on the derivation of a universal soil loss equation
(USLE) (e.g., RUSLE—Revised Universal Soil Loss Equation, MUSLE—Modified Universal
Soil Loss Equation, SHI—The Russian State Hydrological Institute model), as stated by [10].

Based on the USLE principle, ref. [21] derived an equation for soil loss caused by
snowmelt for the conditions of the Czech Republic. This equation has been further used
in other studies [40] by determining the R factor value in the post-harvest period and
the snowmelt erosion, calculating the total annual soil loss for a selected area using the
approach according to [21]. The application of USLE and its modification according to [21]
was also dealt with by [41], who presented a method for assessing the erosive potential of
snow cover based on data available from the Czech Hydrometeorological Institute (CHMI).
The study by [42] presents an evaluation of the erosive potential of snow for the territory of
the Czech Republic in the cold periods of 1980/1981 to 2009/2010.

This study focuses on the application of a method developed by [21,42] for determining
changes in snow erosion potential in the conditions of the Czech Republic during two
referential periods and the interpretation of this method for specific conditions of a foothill
area.

2. Materials and Methods
The intensity of erosion caused by snowmelt, according to [21], is based on the univer-

sal soil loss equation [43], where the rainfall erosivity factor R is replaced by the snowmelt
rate factor m (mm·day−1) in a maximum 20-day period, in which the most intense thawing
takes place and the factor of amount of water derived from snow during the 20-day period
is h (cm). The combination of both factor m and h could be assigned as erosive potential of
snow cover. The amount of water produced by snowmelt (h) and the snowmelt rate (m)
can be derived from long-term measurements at meteorological stations using databases of
snow water equivalent (SWE) and snow cover depth (SCE) [41,44].

2.1. Determination of the Potential of Snowmelt Erosion

The combination of SWE and SCE factors can be collectively referred to as the erosion
potential of water accumulated in the snow cover (Ep). The determination of Ep values
using data from available climatic stations can be used for the areal distribution of the risk
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of soil erosion caused by snowmelt. This approach was used to assess the erosion potential
for the conditions of the Czech Republic.

To evaluate the impact of climate change on factors causing snowmelt erosion, two
periods were selected for the analysis: 1981–2010 and 1991–2020.

The erosion potential was calculated for a dataset of 235 Czech Hydrometeorological
Institute (CHMI) climatological and precipitation stations, selected based on data availabil-
ity. The daily values of SWE and SCE were used for the so-called cold period of the year,
specifically from October to the following May. In total, data from 1980/1981 to 2019/2020
were processed. Starting from the day with the highest snow water equivalent, the number
of days until the total snow depth reached zero was counted. If this did not happen, a
maximum of 20 melting days was considered for the erosion potential calculation. From
the annual values, average erosion potential values (Ep were calculated for two periods of
1981–2010 and 1991–2020).

2.2. Regionalization of the Potential of Snowmelt Erosion in the Czech Republic

A point layer was processed in ArcGIS Pro 3.3.1 from the set of snowmelt erosion
potential values for the periods 1981–2010 and 1991–2020. The snowmelt erosion potential
values for individual stations were interpolated across the Czech Republic using regression
kriging, dependent on several parameters such as altitude, slope, and aspect, including
corrections to the estimated value to maintain the value corresponding to the station’s
location. The interpolation was performed using tools contained in the ProClimDB software
(Climahom, Prague, Czech Republic, www.climahom.eu). The resulting raster model with
a spatial resolution of 500 m × 500 m was subsequently processed in the ArcGIS software
environment, and the raster was smoothed using the low-pass filter method.

The categorization of values was carried out by classifying the erosion potential raster
into 5 categories. The boundaries of each category were set at the 20th, 40th, 60th, and 80th
percentiles of the raster erosion potential values for the given periods. This categorization
using the percentiles was carried out to determine relatively equally extensive areas within
the Czech Republic. Subsequently, the area of land falling into each category and period
was calculated.

2.3. Study Area Větřkovice

The study area of Větřkovice—located in the foothills of the Nízký Jeseník mountains
in the northeastern part of the Czech Republic—(Figure 1) was selected for interpreting the
risk of erosion from snowmelt using erosion potential values.

The average altitude of this area is 480–500 m above sea level. The area is characterized
by a climate with a very short, moderately cool, and humid summer, a long transition
period with a moderately cool spring and mild autumn, and a long, mild to moderately
humid winter with a long duration of snow cover. The average annual air temperature in
the locality is 7.6 ◦C, and in winter it is −1.7 ◦C, with the coldest month being January.

As part of the analysis of climatic characteristics, average values for individual months,
the year, and seasons were calculated for the locality, focusing on the evaluation primarily
in winter and the cold half-year (October to March). To assess the possible change in
the occurrence of snowmelt erosion, trends in the time series of climatic characteristics
related to erosion in winter period were also processed. The trends were determined from
long-term climate data for the period 1961–2020.

www.climahom.eu
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Figure 1. Location of the study area and the analyzed land blocks (EHP).

To compare the impact of changing climatic characteristics on the risk of erosion
from snowmelt, long-term average soil loss was analyzed on selected land blocks in the
Větřkovice locality, depending on the snow erosion potential (Ep) for the two referential
periods of 1981/2010 and 1991/2020 according to the modified equation by [21].

ES = EP·k·LS·C·P·K [t·ha−1·year−1] (1)

ES—Intensity of erosion [t·ha−1·year−1];
EP—The erosion potential [−];
k—The runoff coefficient.
LS—The topographic factors [−];
C—The cropping management factor in the period of dangerous snowmelt [−];
P—The supporting practices factor [−];
K—The soil erodibility factor [t·ha−1].

The calculation of erosion intensity using the equation required the determination of
specific factor values.

2.4. Factors LS, P, and K

These factors are determined using standard procedures according to the calculation
method for water erosion.

2.5. The Runoff Coefficient (k)

The value of the runoff coefficient during the snowmelt period varies between 0.7 and
1.5 depending on the soil freezing. In the case where data on soil freezing are not available,
it is possible to use the mean value of the runoff water coefficient k = 1.
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2.6. The Vegetation Cover Efficiency Factor in the Period of Dangerous Snowmelt (C)

This factor was determined based on the equation [45,46].

CNO = 0.8656·CVO + 0.128 (2)

CNO—C factor for non-vegetation season;
CVO—C factor for vegetation season.

3. Results
3.1. Overview of Climatological Characteristics of the Větřkovice Area Regard to Snowmelt Erosion
and Its Trend

From the daily values of a set of climatic characteristics from the Vítkov meteorological
station near Opava, data on the average, minimum, and maximum air temperature, total
precipitation, new snow cover (i.e., daily increase in snow cover), number of days with
a minimum temperature below 0 ◦C, and number of days with total high of snow cover
above 1 cm were processed. The results are documented in Tables 1 and 2.

Table 1. Average annual, monthly, and seasonal values of climatological characteristics for the period
1961–2020.

Trends—Period 1961–2020 Year Winter Spring Summer Autumn X.-III. IV.-IX.

mean temperature ◦C 7.60 −1.70 7.40 16.70 7.90 1.30 13.80
maximum temperature ◦C 12.00 1.20 12.30 22.30 12.00 4.70 19.20
minimum temperature ◦C 3.30 −4.70 2.60 11.20 4.20 −1.90 8.50

number of days with minimum temperature below 0 ◦C 119.00 72.60 27.50 0.00 18.60 110.70 8.70
number of days with total snow depth above 1 cm 70.80 53.30 11.90 0.00 5.70 68.90 1.90

depth of new snow (cm) 119.20 80.90 22.60 0.00 15.00 113.50 6.40
precipitation total (mm) 679.70 105.30 170.20 254.10 149.70 233.80 445.10

Table 2. Trend values of individual characteristics for months, years, and seasons for the period
1961–2020 at Větřkovice (orange is statistically significant trend, p = 0.05).

Trends—Period 1961–2020 Year Winter Spring Summer Autumn X.-III. Iv.-IX.

mean temperature ◦C 0.380 0.390 0.350 0.500 0.230 0.360 0.400
maximum temperature ◦C 0.400 0.350 0.410 0.580 0.230 0.360 0.460
minimum temperature ◦C 0.370 0.430 0.250 0.470 0.300 0.400 0.350

number of days with minimum temperature below 0 ◦C −5.100 −2.010 −1.250 0.00 −1.310 −4.590 −0.610
number of days with total snow depth above 1 cm −6.405 −3.370 −1.699 −0.016 −0.784 −5.606 −0.134

depth of new snow (cm) −14.005 −6.896 −2.097 −0.016 −3.341 −13.609 −1.013
precipitation total (mm) −18.017 −5.606 −10.130 −5.678 4.186 −12.030 −7.936

As part of the trend analysis, linear trends for temperature characteristics were tested
using the t-test, and for precipitation characteristics, the Mann–Kendall non-parametric
trend test was performed. The results are presented in Figures 2–4. (The graph shows
the trend value, i.e., the change in the value of the characteristic over 10 years for months,
years, and seasons. Orange columns indicate whether the trend is statistically significant;
gray indicates insignificance).
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Figure 2. Values of the linear trend in mean temperature (A), minimum temperature (B), number
of days with minimum temperature below 0 ◦C (C), and number of days with total snow cover
above 1 cm (D) in ◦C/10 years for months, years, and seasons for the period 1961–2020 at Větřkovice
(orange indicates statistically significant trend, p = 0.05).

Figure 3. Values and course of mean temperature (A), minimum temperature (B), number of days
with minimum temperature below 0 ◦C (C), and number of days with total snow cover above 1 cm
(D) in ◦C/10 years for the period 1961–2020 at Větřkovice.
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Figure 4. Linear trend (A) and course of values (B) of the amount of new snow cover (in cm/10 years)
for months, years, and seasons from 1961 to 2020 at Větřkovice (orange indicates statistically signifi-
cant trend, p = 0.05).

The analysis of annual and seasonal averages, minimums, and maximums tempera-
tures clearly shows a significant increase in values towards the present. This is confirmed
by the identified trends, where a statistically significant increasing trend in temperature
characteristics is evident for most months, as well as for annual and seasonal values. In
the winter period, a temperature increase trend of 0.4 ◦C per 10 years was found, while in
spring, the average and maximum temperatures show an increase of 0.4 ◦C per 10 years,
and the minimum temperature has a slightly lower increase of approximately 0.3 ◦C per
10 years. Consistent with this, there is also a trend in a decreasing number of days with
a minimum temperature below 0 ◦C. The annual number of these days, which averages
119 per year, is decreasing at a rate of about 5 days per 10 years. This means that there is a
gradual and significant increase in the occurrence of days with snowmelt or precipitation
in the form of rain during the winter period. Regarding precipitation, the average annual
precipitation in the period 1961–2020 is 679.7 mm, and in the cold half-year, it is 233.8 mm.
A statistically significant decreasing trend in precipitation is evident both in annual values
and in values for the spring season, and it is also present in the amounts in the cold half-year.
The trend in decreasing annual precipitation is 18 mm per 10 years, in the spring season it
is approximately 10 mm per 10 years, and in the cold half-year, a decrease of 12 mm per
10 years is recorded (see Table 2). Similarly, there is a change in the recorded sums of total
new snow depth, which averages 119.2 cm in the locality. A significant decreasing trend
of 14 cm per 10 years was proven for annual values, and in the autumn season, the total
sum of new snow decreases by a trend of 3.3 cm per 10 years. An interesting indicator
for the future estimation of snowmelt erosion development can also be the characteristic
of the number of days with a total high of snow cover above 1 cm. On average, there are
about 71 such days in the locality per year. According to the trend analysis, a statistically
significant decreasing trend of 6.4 days per 10 years was recorded in annual values; for the
winter season this was 3.4 days/10 years and in the spring season 1.7 days/10 years.

Warming is also evident from observed measurements across Europe, and the fre-
quency of weather extremes is increasing [47]. The average annual air temperature in-
creased by 0.3 ◦C per decade between 1961 and 2018, and in the last 28 years (1991–2018), it
has risen by 0.9 ◦C compared to the 1961–1990 average, such as in the Czech Republic [48].
The trends in increasing temperatures within the three reference periods are also confirmed
by [34].

The trends in climatic characteristics in the Větřkovice area correspond with the
scenarios processed by [48] for the Czech Republic, where we can expect an increase in air
temperature of at least 2 ◦C by the end of this century compared to the reference period
1981–2010. The highest increase in maximum air temperatures will occur in winter and
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the lowest in spring. Furthermore, it is expected that by the end of the century, the annual
average precipitation in the Czech Republic will increase by 7–16%. There will be an
increase in winter precipitation, which may rise by up to 35% by the end of the 21st century,
while summer precipitation will decrease. Based on analyses of climatic characteristics
and their scenarios in the territory of Ukraine, ref. [49] indicates that episodes of snowmelt
will likely decrease, but solid precipitation will be replaced by liquid precipitation. This
phenomenon will require further study of the impact of liquid precipitation in the winter
period on soil erosion.

3.2. The Differences in Erosion Potential Values for the Given Periods

Table 3 shows a gradual trend in decreasing areas with high erosion potential (>85.1)
and, conversely, an increase the area of regions where lower EP values (6.1–26) were
analyzed. This may indicate a decrease in the risk of erosion events in higher-altitude
areas, where the amount of fallen snow is decreasing. However, areas with lower erosion
potential in the winter period may be affected over a larger area. Since these are mostly
areas with intensive farming on arable land than in the foothill areas, more significant
erosion events associated with snowmelt may occur here.

Table 3. Area representation of individual categories of erosion potential values for two periods
within years 1981–2020 as a percentage of the area of Czech Republic.

Erosion Potential 1981–2010 1991–2020

0–6 17.5 18.8
6.1–26 20.0 22.9

26.1–49 19.4 20.8
49.1–85 19.8 19.9
>85.1 23.2 17.6

By interpolating the erosion potential values across the area of the Czech Republic,
erosion potential maps were generated for the analyzed periods of 1981–2010 and 1991–2020
(Figures 5 and 6).

Figure 5. The erosion potential map for the referential period 1981–2010.
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Figure 6. The erosion potential map for the referential period 1991–2020.

These maps were used to determine erosion potential values for two referential periods
in the Větřkovice locality. Using a modified equation [21], the amount of erosion runoff
on erosion-assessed areas was calculated and their difference compared. Methods for
quantifying erosion processes from snowmelt are still rarely published. Most publications
present complex models for quantifying erosion from snowmelt [50] or its intensity [51].

An erosion potential map for the referential period of 1981–2010 published by [42]
presented results of erosion potential analysis from only 50 climatic stations. The newly
processed maps in Figures 5 and 6 represent a more detailed distribution of erosion potential
and newly define the boundaries of individual categories. They allow the comparison of
changes in erosion potential during the two referential periods.

3.3. Analysis of Erosion Risk in the Větřkovice Area Using Erosion Potential Maps

The erosion potential (EP) for the studied area was determined from the erosion
potential maps. The EP value was used in two variants: erosion potential from the referential
period of 1981–2010 (EP past = 54.40) and erosion potential from the referential period of
1991–2020 (EP pres = 50.45).

For the factor of runoff water, a value of k = 1 was determined. The LS factor was
determined based on the digital elevation model (DEM) using the USLE2D program
algorithm (McCool). The K factor was determined according to the soil characteristics of
the area (main soil type). Its value is 0.41 (soils highly susceptible to erosion). The CNO

factor was recalculated based on the determined CVO for the area of interest (CVO = 0.024).
For the non-vegetation period, CNO = 0.305. The limit value for soil loss was set according
to [52] (decree on the protection of agricultural land against erosion) at 9 t·ha−1·y−1.

GIS tools were used on a digital elevation model (DEM) to calculate the degree of
erosion risk. Four land blocks (EHP 1–4) were evaluated (see Figure 1). The results of the
analysis are shown in Table 4.
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Table 4. Intensity of snowmelt erosion for two values of erosion potential. (Exceeded erosion limit in
red).

The Percentage Share of the Es Value Interval [t·ha−1·y−1]

EHP Area [ha] <4 4.01–8 8.01–12 12.01–16 16.01–20 >20 Es (⊘) Esp
(Permissible)

EP pres 50.40 (1991–2020)

1 138.70 34.80 16.00 13.30 10.90 7.90 17.10 11.45 9.00
2 81.93 42.80 15.80 9.70 8.30 8.30 15.00 9.78 9.00
3 58.43 48.20 11.30 6.80 6.10 5.30 22.20 10.31 9.00
4 16.65 41.20 20.30 13.20 9.30 7.10 9.00 8.06 9.00

295.70 ⊘ 9.90 9.00

EP past 54.40 (1981–2010)

1 168.70 33.50 15.40 12.60 10.40 8.70 19.50 12.36 9.00
2 81.93 41.10 15.60 10.00 7.10 8.30 17.90 10.56 9.00
3 58.43 46.80 11.20 7.40 5.30 5.20 24.10 11.13 9.00
4 16.65 38.90 20.50 12.60 9.50 7.20 11.20 8.70 9.00

295.70 ⊘ 10.69 9.00

The results of the analysis indicate a slight decrease in the intensity of erosion caused
by snowmelt due to changing climatic conditions. However, the observed values still
exceed the limits set by legislation [52]. Considering the erosion potential derived from the
map processed for the referential period 1991–2020, the average soil loss due to erosion is
9.9 t·ha−1·y−1. When considering the past EP values determined from the data of 1981–2010,
the average soil loss is 10.69 t·ha−1·y−1. Overall, there is an average reduction in erosion
intensity in the winter period by 0.79 t·ha−1·y−1. Nevertheless, attention must be paid to
erosion from snowmelt, as demonstrated by [4], who found that soil losses were higher
during snowmelt periods than during rainfall periods in the northeastern China watershed
due to higher surface runoff in early spring. Reduced soil infiltrability during snowmelt
periods also significantly contributed to this higher surface runoff. Work by [17] studied
the causes of erosion in potato fields and found large soil losses (10–15 t·ha−1·y−1) caused
by snowmelt. In agricultural areas of European Russia, [53] determined the intensity of soil
erosion over periods of snowmelt and storm runoff, as well as the total annual soil loss. The
average soil erosion in the studied area is 4.04 t·ha−1·y−1, considering the soil protection
coefficients of agricultural vegetation. In the annual soil loss due to erosion, rainfall runoff
erosion predominates at 3.78 t·ha−1·y−1, while snowmelt erosion is significantly lower
at only 0.26 t·ha−1·y−1. In the Czech Republic, [46] calculated the average long-term soil
loss due to water from melting snow for selected localities. The calculated soil loss in the
non-vegetation period was up to 36 t·ha−1·y−1.

4. Conclusions
The analysis of the development of climatic characteristics of the studied area in the

years 1961–2020, with an emphasis on the winter period, showed the following significant
results:

i. There is an increase in average, maximum, and minimum air temperatures, and
accordingly, a decrease in the number of days with temperatures below 0 ◦C. The
warming of the area is also associated with a decrease in the total depth of new snow
cover by 3.3 cm per 10 years and a decrease in the number of days with snow cover
height above 1 cm by 6.4 days per 10 years.

ii. The total decrease in precipitation amounts is 12 mm per 10 years in the cold half of
the year, and for annual totals, it is 18 mm per 10 years.
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iii. From the CHMI database, the erosion potential of snow was calculated at 235 climatic
stations. The erosion potential values for individual stations were interpolated across
the area of the Czech Republic using the method of regression kriging into an erosion
potential map for two referential periods. The results show a change in the spatial
distribution of erosion potential values. High EP values, occurring in foothill and
mountainous areas that are mostly grass-covered, are decreasing in area. The spatial
share of lower EP values, located mainly in lower altitudes and predominantly arable,
is increasing. In these areas, more significant erosion events associated with snowmelt
on arable land may occur.

iv. The comparison of erosion potential calculated for two referential periods (1981–
2010 and 1991–2020) in the Větřkovice case area showed a slight decrease in erosion
potential value in the referential period of 1991–2020, which corresponds with the
analyses of changes in climatic characteristics in the studied area. However, the soil
loss due to snowmelt erosion, calculated for selected localities, still exceeds the values
set by current legislation by 0.9 t·ha−1·y−1.

In view of the above findings from the analyses, it follows that in the future, the locality
is expected to experience further increases in temperatures, both in annual values and in
the winter season, along with a decrease in the number of days supporting the formation
of continuous snow cover and the total precipitation in the form of snow. However,
considering that despite the decrease in the number of days with snow cover, snow still
occurs sufficiently in the locality during the winter period, this, combined with the trend
in rising winter temperatures and thus a higher probability of rainfall, may indicate more
frequent episodes of rapid snowmelt in the future, leading to intensified soil erosion
processes.

This fact can be alarming because soil losses due to erosion from both snowmelt
and winter liquid precipitation must be considered in the context of year-round erosion
events. The total soil loss due to erosion, including that in the non-vegetation period,
has not yet been summarized within the Czech Republic, despite potentially exceeding
the set limits. Temperature fluctuations can promote more intense snowmelt, leading to
more frequent soil particle transport in the winter period and increased sediment presence
in watercourses. For these reasons, despite the decreasing amount of snow cover in the
winter period, it is necessary to continue addressing the issue of erosion processes in the
non-vegetation period. Currently, there are various models for determining erosion from
snowmelt; however, the application of snowmelt erosion models in practical research
is minimal, which hinders the updating and development of snowmelt erosion models
and leads to low model adaptability in the current climate change and multi-extreme
event-prone environment.
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