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The study of particle size distribution on aeolian sediment in Tabas rail way

M. Memarzadeh?, H. Emami?, A. Karimi?
1- Msc. Student, Ferdowsi University of Mashhad, Soil Science Departmanet
2- Associate Professor, Ferdowsi University of Mashhad, Soil Science Departmanet

Abstract

Detachment soil particles from their bed with different sizes in the form saltation, creep and suspension moves
carried to distant places, by result of storms with over threshold velocity from strong breez. In areas where the
erosion is considerable, management practices used for reduce the amount of sediment. The objective of this
study was the effect of biological management practices on particle size distribution of Aeolian sediment in Tal-
Hamid area. The result showed that the aeolian sediments had no significant difference between biological
practices and control (no conservational practices) at a height of 0.5 meters from the soil surface. However at a
height of 1 and 1.5 meters from the soil surface, particles with diameter of 125 microns were reduced compared
to control.

Keywords : Particle size distribution, wind erosion, sand trap, Tabas



