
Assessment of Soil Erosion Potential
From the Disturbed Surface of Skid
Trails in Small Shovel Harvesting
System
Eunjai Lee1*†, Song Eu2† and Qiwen Li3

1Forest Technology and Management Research Center, National Institute of Forest Science, Pocheon-si, South Korea,
2Environmental and Conservation Department, National Institute of Forest Science, Seoul, South Korea, 3Department of
Agriculture, Forestry and Bioresources, Seoul National University, Seoul, South Korea

Forest roads, haul roads, and especially skid trails have been associated with
sedimentation and soil erosion risk. Despite the widespread small shovel harvesting
system on steep terrains in South Korea, the subsequent risks of deep (rut depth
>5 cm) and compact disturbances, and erosion rates in skid trails are largely unknown.
Therefore, the main objectives of this study were to compare the soil erosion rate in each
skid trail and predict the total soil erosion rate in a small shovel harvesting area. The soil
erosion rate wasmeasured at the plot scale (5 × 3 m) in different skid trail parts (bladed skid
trail by small-shovel loader passage, BT; and compacted skid trail CT by carrier passage
with construction by a small-shovel loader) using a silt fence experiment. In addition, we
investigated the applicability of theWater Erosion Prediction Project (WEPP) model to each
disturbance. Among all disturbances, the highest erosion rate (average value of 9.13 ±
0.96 kg m−2 4 months−1) was because of CT. The model predictions were over- and
under-estimated and showed particularly poor performance where uncovered soil was
exposed (less than 1%) to high machine traffic frequency and excavation. Further, the
annual soil erosion rates ranged from 11.59 to 28.94 ton ha−1 year−1. The results
suggested that the WEPP model could partially validate the soil erosion results, and
further research is still required to improve the accuracy of the model.
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INTRODUCTION

Forest roads are the most expensive and primary structures for operational access of heavy machines and
vehicles necessary for forest management, but these machines can have significant adverse impacts on the
environment (Caliskan, 2013; Boston, 2016). They can cause compaction and disturbance of surface and
subsurface soil, thereby altering hydrological processes and consequently, causing severe environmental
stresses in mountainous terrains because of soil erosion (Fu et al., 2010; Boston, 2016; Kastridis, 2020).
Particularly, skid trails, which are considered as temporary pathways for vehicles and which do not have
designed drainage or compacted roadbeds, could potentially pose a high erosion risk compared with forest
roads after extreme rainfall events (Pierzchala et al., 2014; Safari et al., 2016).

According to the Mountainous District Management Act of South Korea, skid trails have been
widely established as a part of forest road networks since 2000 in forestlands because of their low
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costs and low environmental impacts (Ministry of Government
Legislation, 2021). Currently, small shovel loaders and carriers
have been commonly used to extract most 2–4 m logs (sawlogs
and pulpwood) from the stump to the forest roadside or landing
areas (Lee et al., 2019; Lee et al., 2020). During these activities, the
skid trails are referred to as vehicle pathways that enable logging
machines for transporting logged timber from the harvest sites.
Poorly planned forest roads can often cause landslides along road
corridors in summer. Moreover, road construction is limited in
steep mountain terrains in South Korea. Alternatively, skid trails
provide access to vehicles in forest operation sites. They have
unpaved road surfaces with widths less than 3 m, in contrast to
permanent forest roads, which are designed to have a paved or
well-compacted surface. Ji et al. (2020) surveyed skid trails over
the entire forest areas of South Korea and indicated that their
densities in clearcut harvest units ranged from 76.1 to
184.8 m ha−1 with an average of 108.5 m ha−1 with variations
in commercial thinning units from 32.4 to 203.5 m ha−1 with an
average of 75.6 m ha−1.

Heavy equipment traffic can affect subsurface hydrology by
increasing the soil bulk density and decreasing the hydraulic
conductivity; additionally, it contributes to sediment runoff from
unpaved road surfaces (Pierzchala et al., 2014; Safari et al., 2016;
Picchio et al., 2020). Machine-induced compaction reduces the
soil macropore space and pore connectivity and increases the soil
bulk density of the soil surface. Further, eroded soil particles from
skid trails eventually reach streams and consequently, degrade the
water quality (Clinton and Vose, 2003; Wenger et al., 2018).
Particularly, in the surface soils of skid trails at depths of 0–20 cm,
small shovel logging systems decreased the soil bulk density by
27–53%, while saturated hydraulic conductivity decreased by
78–98%, compared with natural forest soils (Lee et al., 2020).
These considerable changes in the soil properties could increase
the surface runoff and associated sediment yields from road
surfaces during storms (Luce, 2002; Zemke, 2016). Vehicular
traffic deforms the trafficked area or causes rutting in pathways
(Najafi et al., 2009; Cambi et al., 2015). Ruts may form channel
flow along the slope and cause erosion owing to reduced
infiltration (Startsev and McNabb 2000; Picchio et al., 2020).
In addition, soil erosion can cause the loss of forest canopy and
forest-derived leaf litter, reduction of soil organic matter, and
decreases interception and infiltration rates (Avwunudiogba and
Hudson, 2014; Jourgholami et al., 2019; Picchio et al., 2020).
Furthermore, although skid trails occupy only a small part of the
total area, they are responsible for a disproportionate amount of
total soil erosion from forest areas (Swanson and Dyrness, 1975;
McCashion and Rice, 1983; Lewis, 1998; Vinson et al., 2017).

Direct measurements of soil erosion rates are difficult, costly,
and time-consuming, but are accurate (Wade et al., 2012; Safari
et al., 2016). Since the past few decades, field observations have
been conducted to monitor soil erosion in forest road surfaces
(Wade et al., 2012; Safari et al., 2016). In contrast, computer-
based simulation approaches, ranging from empirical to physical
soil erosion models, have been commonly used to estimate soil
loss and runoff rates over different geographical regions
(Mahmoodabadi and Cerdà, 2013; Gould et al., 2016).
Empirical models use location-specific technology and require

calibration in diverse areas (Laflen et al., 1991; Raclot and
Albergel, 2006). Physical models mathematically describe
hydrological and erosional processes and are therefore,
applicable to a wide range of soil types, climatic conditions,
and land use conditions (Chandramohan et al., 2015). An
important and commonly used physical model is the Water
Erosion Prediction Project (WEPP) model (Laflen et al., 1991;
Amore et al., 2004; Mahmoodabadi and Cerdà, 2013). It has been
applied in multiple ecosystems, such as rangelands and forests, at
daily, monthly, or annual conditions (Fu et al., 2010;
Mahmoodabadi and Cerdà, 2013; Vinson et al., 2017).

It has been successfully applied in various forest conditions,
including areas burned by wildfires or intentional fires (Cover
et al., 2005; Dun et al., 2009; Elliot, 2013), harvested sites (Elliot
et al., 1995; Cover et al., 2005; Haas et al., 2020), forest roads, and
skid trails (Elliot and Tysdal, 1999; Fu et al., 2010; Wade et al.,
2012). In South Korea, the WEPP was applied to wildfire-burned
areas on hillslopes (Park and Shin, 2011) and cultivated uplands
(Kang et al., 2004). However, soil erosion is rarely discussed in
harvest areas of forests, particularly in small shovel logging
operation areas.

Therefore, the main objective of this study was to predict the
erosion rate from clearcut harvesting areas using small shovel
logging technology. Specifically, the objectives of this study were
to: 1) quantify the effects of soil disturbances (undisturbed and
shallow disturbance only, US; bladed skid trail by small-shovel
loader passes or rutted disturbances, BT; and compacted skid trail
i.e., compacted road surfaces, by carrier passages with
construction by a small-shovel loader, CT) on sediment yields
and 2) evaluate the erosion generation rate for the
harvested areas.

MATERIALS AND METHODS

Description of the Study Area
The study was conducted in the forests of Joma-myeon,
Gimcheon-si, Gyeongsangbuk-do (128°06′48″ E, 36°00′00″ N;
Figure 1), South Korea. The climate of this region is characterized
by the East Asian monsoon, with a hot rainy summer and a cold
dry winter. Since the last decades, the air temperature in the
Gimcheon weather station has been varying from 0.1°C (between
−5.5 and 6.4°C) in winter to 24.5°C (between 19.8 and 30.4°C) in
summer. Two-thirds of annual precipitation occurs in summer
from June to August, ranging between 185.6 and 676.2°mm, with
an average of 342.5 mm in July, and between 67.1 and 675.7°mm,
with an average of 228.4 mm in August.

A 15.1 ha harvest site showed a steep slope gradient ranging
from 36 to 47% (Table 1). The forest type is mixed hardwood-
pine forest, and the dominant species are Korean red pine (Pinus
densiflora), pitch pine (Pinus rigida), Mongolian oak (Quercus
mongolica), and cork oak (Quercus variabilis). The average values
of stem diameter at breast height and tree height in the selected
study area were 23 cm and 17 m, respectively, and the average
stand volume was 142 m3 ha−1. The soil was characterized mainly
by loamy sand and some sandy loam having 4–11% organic
matter content.
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The study area was designated for harvest using clearcut
harvesting silvicultural treatment from February to April 2017.
A motor-manual felling process was used to cut the trees and
buck the delimbed trees. Log extraction was performed along the
skid trails using a small shovel and carrier, and only merchantable
logs were transported to the landing and trafficking areas
(Figure 2). The mass of the small-shovel loader weighed
6.0 ton (including log grapple weight) with a ground contact

pressure of 30–40 kPa. The carrier weighed 6.0 ton and had a
maximum payload of 6.0 ton of logs with a ground contact
pressure of 15–30 kPa. Skid trails were constructed through
earthwork by excavating at depths of 30–50 cm and widths of
5 m, and subsequently, compacting the road surface. Further,
road density of skid trails was 179.2 m ha−1. After extraction, the
area was visually assessed to characterize the presence and
intensity of soil disturbance. Disturbance classes for soil
surface disturbance monitoring were described by McMahon
(1995) and Curran et al. (2007).

Water Erosion Prediction Project Model
Parameterization
The WEPP model was employed to quantify soil erosion
generation from the skid trail surface. It is a continuous
erosion prediction model that can compute soil erosion along
a slope, and sediment yield at a hilltop end, including inter-rill
and rill erosion processes (Flanagan et al., 2007). Additionally, the
model can represent spatial and temporal distributions of soil

FIGURE 1 | Map of the study area.

TABLE 1 | Stand characteristics of the study area.

Timber Harvesting unit

Area (ha) 15.1
Average stem diameter at breast height (cm) 23
Average tree height (m) 17
Average stand volume (m3 ha−1) 142
Average slope (%) 39
Altitude (m) 469

FIGURE 2 | Typical extraction team. (A) Small-shovel loader (5.0 ton steel track excavator with log grapple) for log extraction on skid trails and (B) carrier
(MST800VDL; Morooka Co., Ltd., Ryuugasaki, Ibaraki, Japan) for log transportation to landing areas.
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erosion generation in a watershed or on a hillslope. In this study,
soil erosion rates were predicted from three disturbed surfaces of
skid trails in the timber harvesting area.

The major inputs for the WEPP model were climate data,
topography data, soil attributes, and management conditions of
the study area. Weather data were obtained from a nearby
automatic weather station (less than 8 km away from the
study area) (Figure 3). Data comprised daily values for
precipitation, time until the peak rainfall intensity, ratio of
peak intensity to mean intensity, maximum and minimum
temperature, wind velocity and direction, solar radiation, and
dew point temperature (Nicks et al., 1995). Other meteorological
inputs were generated from the WEPP embedded weather
generator (CLIGEN) (Nicks et al., 1995).

A field survey was conducted to obtain theWEPP topographic
data for the US, BT, and CT plots. For modeling purposes,
hillslope profiles were designated based on the slope length,
width, and gradient. The slope length and width were set to 5
and 3 m, respectively, for all plots. The terrain gradients in the US,
BT, and CT plots were 30, 48, and 30% of the linear profile,
respectively. Further, soil properties, such as sand and clay
fractions, organic matter content, bulk density, and initial
inter-rill cover, representing the WEPP input data were
measured in each plot. Soil bulk density was measured using
the core sampling method, and hydraulic conductivity was

estimated using a Guelph Permeameter 2800K1 (Eijkelkamp
Soil & Water, Giesbeek, Netherlands).

The US plot was considered as the control. Soil and
management files were used for each treatment based on the
soil type and management practices incorporated in the WEPP,
but modified with respect to the above-mentioned soil properties
in each trap. The “old forest (20-years forest)” soil and
management file was selected for the model run. At the US
plot, the sand, silt, and clay fractions varied at 61.7, 7.7, and 4.1%,
respectively, and the corresponding values of effective hydraulic
conductivity ranged from 37 to 695 mm h−1.

Further, there were no default land use and management files
for representing a bladed trail for small-shovel loader passage in
the WEPP database, and thus, “skid trail-every year-disturbed”
soil and management file was used with small modifications for
the BT conditions. Field observations for sand and clay fractions,
organic matter content, and initial inter-rill cover were used as
soil property inputs instead of published default values. Sand,
clay, and organic matter content were 78.4%–70.0%, 6.5%–60.6%,
and 3.0–30.0%, respectively, and factored into the surface cover at
60%. Moreover, the effective hydraulic conductivity varied from
25 to 197 mm h−1 on extremely steep slopes.

“Road-outsloped, unrutted” in the WEPP database was also
selected as a guidance for the CT condition. Sand, silt, and clay
particle fractions for exposed surfaces in the CT sites were

FIGURE 3 | Daily weather data for (A) precipitation, (B)minimum andmaximum temperature, and dew point temperature, (C) solar radiation, and (D) daily average
wind speed from the Chupungnyeong station (127°99′46″ E, 36°22′02″ N) for inputs in the WEPP model.
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53.4–80.6, 9.5–16.3, and 0.3–1.6%, respectively, and the effective
hydraulic conductivity ranged from 0 to 13 mm h−1.

Silt Fence Measurement and Model
Performance Evaluation
After harvesting, sediment traps were immediately installed at
three locations (US, BT, and CT) to collect sediment yields.
Sediment traps were made of synthetic geotextile fabric with
small openings (ranging from 0.3 to 0.8 mm) to hold soil
particles (Bugg et al., 2017; Whitman et al., 2019). The
traps can retain an average of 83% of sediments and soil
eroded from the upslope contributing area (Bugg et al.,
2017; Whitman et al., 2019). This technique can be
inexpensive data recording method and easy to install
(Robichaud and Brown, 2002). However, a major limiting
point was the lack of realistic sediment transports and
hydraulic flows placed on geotextile fabrics because the
amount of suspended sediment is often pass through and
unknown (Bugg et al., 2017; Whitman et al., 2019).
Therefore, the accumulated erosion rates for a specified
period were compared to evaluate the model accuracy with
a small-scale study.

A 5 × 3m sediment trap was installed at the centerline of the skid
trails (Figure 4). The sediment traps were operated fromMay 1 to 31
August 2017, and were periodically weighed to measure the total
sediment weight. Subsequently, they were placed into zip lock plastic
bags and immediately transported to the laboratory for oven dried
weight measuring of suspended sediment.

LR and RE were used to evaluate the accuracy of the WEPP
predictions (Moriasi et al., 2007). LR is a straight-line

relationship between the observed and simulated data.
Moreover, the RE evaluates and compares the accuracy of
the simulated data and measured data. Thus, a statistical index
was used to determine the agreement between the accuracy of
the measured erosion rate and the predicted values.

Statistical Analyses
R statistical package (version 4.0.2) was used for all statistical
analyses. Homogeneity was tested using Bartlett’s test before
comparing erosion rates among three different disturbances
(US vs. BT vs. CT). ANOVA and the Games–Howell post–hoc
test were used to compare the soil erosion rates among the
three different locations. All statistical analyses were
performed at a significance level of 0.05.

RESULTS

Effects of Soil Disturbance on Soil Erosion
In the study area, the BT plot (with depths of 5–30 cm) were
observed in 29% of the measurement points, and were caused
by heavy vehicular traffic. Moreover, the CT plots were
observed in 15% of the total observations. The observed
sediment yields indicated that both the BT and CT plots
produced substantially high erosion rates, whereas the
undisturbed surfaces did not influence soil erosion
(Table 2). Soil erosion was not observed in the shallow
disturbed areas. BT plots eroded at a rate of 0.55 ± 0.15
(with a range of 0.26–0.71) kg m−2 over a period of 4 months.
Further, 60% of the litter cover was disturbed in the bladed
skid trails during log extraction and timber transportation.

FIGURE 4 | An example of the silt fence installed in the study area. (A) Profile of the site fence, (B) an undisturbed and shallow disturbed area (US), (C) a bladed skid
trail by small-shovel loader passages (BT; tracked rutted trail), and (D) a compacted skid trail (compacted road surfaces) by carrier passages with construction by small-
shovel loader (CT).
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Conversely, CT plots were the primary causes of high erosion
rates with an average value of 9.13 ± 0.96 (ranging from 7.62
to 10.90) kg m−2 during the study period. The erosion rates of
these plots were up to 41.9 times that of the BT plots because
of deforestation and soil disturbances during high traffic
intensities for log excavation.

Mean bulk density statistically changed from 1.18 g cm−3 in the
US plot to 1.41 and 1.67 g cm−3 in the BT and CT plots, respectively,
(p < 0.01) at depths of 0–20 cm (Figure 5). The average saturated
hydraulic conductivity (Ksat) was significantly lower in the BT
(56.4 mm h−1) and CT (4.7 mm h−1) plots than in the US plots
(337.5 mm h−1; p < 0.01; Figure 6). Organic matter content in the
US (6.6%), BT (5.5%), and CT (0.8%) plots showed significant
differences (p < 0.01; Figure 7); however, no significant difference
was observed between the US and BT plots (p = 0.890). Further, the
analysis of variance (ANOVA) test showed that the soil erosion rate
was statistically higher in compacted surfaces than in the US and BT
plots (p < 0.01). Further, the magnitude of soil erosion in the CT
plots was significantly higher than that in the US and BT plots.

TABLE 2 | Soil erosion estimates for each disturbance collected by silt fences and predicted by WEPP.

Disturbance Site Silt fences (kg m−2

4 months−1)
WEPP (kg m−2 4 months−1) RE (%)

US A 0.00 N/A N/A
B 0.00 N/A N/A
C 0.00 N/A N/A

BT A 0.26 0.30 15.4
B 0.68 0.60 −11.8
C 0.71 0.80 12.7

CT A 10.90 14.4 32.1
B 8.87 9.9 11.6
C 7.62 9.3 22.0

WEPP, water erosion prediction project, RE, relative error, US, undisturbed and shallow disturbance only, BT, bladed trail by small-shovel loader passes, CT, skid trail by carrier passages
with construction by small-shovel loader, and N/A, not available.

FIGURE 5 | Box and whisker plots of bulk density among the disturbed
types; undisturbed and shallow disturbance (US), bladed skid trail (BT), and
compacted road surface (CT). The circles are data and the line and X are
mean value.

FIGURE 6 | Box and whisker plots of saturated hydraulic conductivity
(Ksat) among the disturbed types; undisturbed and shallow disturbance (US),
bladed skid trail (BT), and compacted road surface (CT). The circles are data
and the line and X are mean value.

FIGURE 7 | Box and whisker plots of organic matter content among the
disturbed types; undisturbed and shallow disturbance (US), bladed skid trail
(BT), and compacted road surface (CT). The circles are data and the line and X
are mean value.
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Model Accuracy and Soil Erosion
Simulation
The WEPP model simulated soil erosion in three different
plots (US, BT, and CT) and the corresponding results were
compared with the sediment volumes trapped in the silt
fences (Figure 8 and Table 2). Linear relationship (LR)
was used to identify the prediction accuracy of the model
without calibration. The prediction results indicated that they
overestimated soil erosion rates but indicated good model
accuracy. However, the relative error (RE) values in the CT
plots were satisfactory (11.6–32.1%) based on the information
by Moriasi et al. (2007). The predicted erosion rates were
considerably higher than the measured values during an
increasing trend of the soil erosion rate. Therefore, on
comparing the predicted and measured rates, the trends of
the WEPP predicted values seemed to be considerably
overestimated. This could have possibly occurred owing to
the inadequacies in predicting a compact road surface
plot only.

The RE analysis results indicated that the WEPP model was least
suitable in the BT plots because its RE values exceeded the acceptable
range. Therefore, the BT plot conditions required calibration to
achieve good performance for any disturbed area. Moreover, we
revised the default value for the rill erodibility (Kr) parameter of
“road-outsloped unrutted” plots. The results indicated that the RE
ranged from 6.4 and to 12.8% (Table 3). The model was more
accurate for the trapped sediment data compared with the previously

calibrated data. Thus, the WEPP model can be used to predict soil
erosion on disturbed surfaces.

The CT surface was a significant contributor to soil erosion
during rainfall events. Its density and slope may significantly
influence the magnitude of soil erosion (Kastridis, 2020).
Therefore, we attempted to analyze the impact of trail density
and slope change on the erosion rate under only sandy loam
(70% sand and 20% clay) conditions. The CT slope ranged from
30 to 60% and had aCTdensity of 70–150m ha−1. After operation of
the small shovel logging system, the BT condition accounted for
nearly 28% of the total observations of soil erosion (Lee, 2018). This
value was applied to evaluate the soil erosion in the harvesting area.

Our simulation results indicated that annual soil erosion rates
potentially varied from 11.59 ton ha−1 year−1 for low CT density
(70 m ha−1) and a slope of 30% to 28.94 ton ha-1 year-1 for high CT
density (150m ha−1) and a slope of 60% during an annual
precipitation of 1,020 mm and maximum rainfall intensity of up
to 33mm h−1 after the small shovel logging system (Figure 9). This
implied that the increase in the trail slope and density increased the
soil erosion generation. Thus, the trail slope and density significantly
contributed to the total erosion rates, particularly in typical small
shovel harvesting systems.

DICUSSION

During forest management activities, most sedimentation and soil
erosion events may occur severely because of inappropriately
developed forest roads and skid trails. Further, machine traffic
can alter the physical and hydrological properties of hillslope soils
by increasing the bulk density and decreasing infiltration. Studies on
soil erosion rates associated with clearcut operations in Korean
forests have not been conducted previously. This study attempted to
determine the effect of skid trails associated with small shovel
harvesting systems on the soil erosion generation rate and
validate the WEPP model at the plot scale. When soils were not
covered by vegetation and exposed to high machine traffic
frequency, the average soil erosion rates were approximately
20 times higher than the bladed skid trail formed by the passage
of small shovel loaders. The WEPP model showed the highest
accuracy for the BT plots based on the LR and RE, while it did
not give satisfactorily accurate results for the CT plots. In the CT
plots, the modified model with Kr outperformed the default
predictions. After model calibration, the annual soil erosion rate
was estimated to range from 11.59 to 28.94 ton ha−1 year−1 under
various conditions. Our results provided significant information for

FIGURE 8 | Linear relationship between the actual measured data by silt
fences and WEPP modeled data. The dashed line represents a 1:1
relationship.

TABLE 3 | Soil erosion estimates for compacted road surfaces predicted by the WEPP model after calibration for the rill erodibility (Kr).

Disturbance Site Silt fences (kg m−2

4 months−1)
WEPP (kg m−2 4 months−1) RE (%)

CT A 10.90 12.30 12.8
B 8.87 8.30 −6.4
C 7.62 8.20 7.6

WEPP, water erosion prediction project, RE, relative error, CT, skid trail by carrier passages with construction by small-shovel loader.
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improving the implementation of forest management practices
associated with small shovel harvesting operations.

The disturbances of skid trails may be restricted to reducing
soil erosion in comparison to undisturbed areas. Elliot (2013)
noted that an artificial linear structure (i.e., forest roads and skid
trails) can cause a perpetual erosion problem
(0.10–10.00 kg m−2), whereas undisturbed forests cause low
erosion (<0.01 kg m−2). The soil erosion of skid trails
constructed using a bulldozer (John Deere 450E; 12.39 kg m−2)
was considerably higher than mulch treatments (0.27 kg m−2;
Wade et al., 2012). Similar results were observed in this study,
with the highest erosion rate in the CT plot. In contrast, Vinson
et al. (2017) reported that skid trails, which are defined as vehicle
traffic without any trail construction, eroded at a rate of
1.36 kg m−2 Safari et al. (2016) observed that the erosion rates
in wheel tracks and central areas between tracks were 0.30 and
0.26 kg m−2, respectively, with a significant difference in the
erosion rate between the plots (p < 0.001). Further, soil
erosion in the BT plot showed a similar trend to that reported
in another skid trail study (Safari et al., 2016).

The high level of compaction due to high traffic intensities can
be explained by the high soil erosion rates (Zemke, 2016).
Additionally, Zemke (2016) reported that Ksat is an important
factor that directly affects infiltration and soil erosion rates.
Moreover, erosion has been observed to be caused by surface
conditions, such as fortified and unfortified surfaces (Jordán and
Martínez-Zavala, 2008; Zemke, 2016). The resulting removal of
ground cover and compaction increases the risk to erosion
(Notcliff et al., 1990; Parsakhoo et al., 2009; Elliot, 2013;
Wenger et al., 2018). Furthermore, according to Kastridis
(2020), unpaved roads increase the erosion risk potential
ability than undisturbed forests, grasslands, and agricultural
lands. Thus, the CT plot may extensively influence soil erosion
in timber harvesting areas.

WEPP is a physical model and shows more accuracy than an
empirical model; additionally, it may overestimate soil erosion
rates. These findings were consistent with many previous studies,
such as those by Covert et al. (2005), Dun et al. (2009), Wade et al.

(2012), Vinson et al. (2017), and Wu et al. (2018), who examined
the WEPP performance. The findings of these models indicated
that model simulations could not only potentially overestimate
deep percolation but also underestimate subsurface lateral flow in
forests due to complex root systems, shallow depth soil layers, and
steep rocky slopes. Our results showed that the WEPP prediction
error rate increased linearly with increasing magnitudes of
erosion in compacted road surfaces. Similar results were
obtained by Mahmoodabadi and Cerdà (2013). The inadequate
performance can be primarily due to road surfacing material,
such as road building and soil rock content, and absence of
management practice files for compacted road surfaces (Vinson
et al., 2017). In addition, this model overestimated the rill erosion
for a short (up to 10 m) hillslope, with high rill densities, than
long hillslopes (Wu et al., 2018). Therefore, for further
applications of the WEPP model, model predictions need to
be calibrated and validated with locally obtained data.

Model calibration is necessary to improve the accuracy of
WEPP model predictions. According to Raclot and Albergel
(2006), Foltz et al. (2011), and Mahmoodabadi and Cerdà
(2013), the WEPP model has been validated well, whereas the
erosion parameter sets require specific location data for
improving the accuracy. For example, Dun et al. (2009) and
Mahmoodabadi and Cerdà (2013) emphasized that the model
requires further modifications to properly perform hydrological
processes for forest applications. During simulation modeling for
a hillslope area, rill erodibility could be a primary influential
indicator than inter-rill erodibility and critical shear stress
(Nearing et al., 1990; Mirzaee et al., 2017). Our results
indicated that after Kr value calibration, the WEPP model
showed better performance for the observed values than
default prediction values, only in the CT plot. The Kr value
for the skid trails showed a wide range associated with vehicle
traffic after construction in harvested area in the Idaho State, US
(0.0003–0.0005 s m−1 (Covert et al., 2005) and
0.0076–0.0005 s m−1 (Foltz et al., 2008)). In this study, Kr was
modified from its default value (0.0004 s m−1) to 0.0003 s m−1

because the model tended to overestimate. During the application

FIGURE 9 | Changes in soil erosion rate (ton ha−1 year−1) under various conditions.
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of the WEPP model, the predicted erosion rate, associated with a
skid trail (compacted road surfaces) formed by carrier passages
with construction by a small-shovel loader, may be perilously
overestimated. Further, the primary reason for the low model
accuracy can be the lack of management files for the CT plots.
Therefore, WEPP predictions may require specific location data
associated with soil and management files to improve accuracy.

CONCLUSION

In conclusions, this study was the first attempt of its kind to
understand the soil erosion generation rate associated with small
shovel harvesting systems in different parts of skid trails, such as
undisturbed and shallow disturbance only, bladed skid trails by
small-shovel loader passes, and compacted skid trails by carrier
passages with construction by a small-shovel loader. After
designing nine experimental plots for 4 months using the
WEPP model, we analyzed the model accuracy. The
magnitude of soil erosion rate in skid trails was significantly
higher within uncovered surface conditions caused by excavation
and high traffic intensities than in the US and BT plots. Based on
the LR and RE analyses, the WEPP model proved to be
insufficient for use in CT conditions, because it overestimated
all values. After calibration with rill erodibility in only CT, values
were closer to the observed value than the default predictions.
Although the validation of theWEPP model at different locations
has not been tested extensively, our results may be well supported

by previous studies for further applications of the model. Future
research is required to monitor the sedimentation and soil
erosion rate in the study area and evaluate the WEPP model
calibration and validation under different conditions, such as
slope length, soil rock content, soil texture (i.e., loam, sandy loam,
and clay), and moisture content.

DATA AVAILABILITY STATEMENT

The original contributions presented in the study are included in
the article/supplementary material, further inquiries can be
directed to the corresponding author.

AUTHOR CONTRIBUTIONS

EL, SE, and QL contributed to conception and design of the study.
EL and SE organized the database. EL and ES performed the
statistical analysis. EL wrote the first draft of the manuscript. E,
SE, and QL wrote sections of the manuscript. All authors
contributed to manuscript revision, read, and approved the
submitted version.

FUNDING

This research received no external funding.

REFERENCES

Amore, E., Modica, C., Nearing, M. A., and Santoro, V. C. (2004). Scale Effect in USLE
and WEPP Application for Soil Erosion Computation from Three Sicilian Basins.
J. Hydrology 293 (1–4), 100–114. doi:10.1016/j.jhydrol.2004.01.018

Avwunudiogba, A., and Hudson, P. F. (2014). A Review of Soil Erosion Models with
Special Reference to theNeeds ofHumid TropicalMountainous Environments. Eur.
J. Sustain. Dev. 3 (4), 299–310. doi:10.14207/ejsd.2014.v3n4p299

Boston, K. (2016). The Potential Effects of Forest Roads on the Environment and
Mitigating Their Impacts. Curr. For. Rep. 2 (4), 215–222. doi:10.1007/s40725-016-
0044-x

Bugg, R., Donald, W., Zech, W., and Perez, M. (2017). Performance Evaluations of
Three Silt Fence Practices Using a Full-Scale Testing Apparatus. Water 9 (7), 502.
doi:10.3390/w9070502

Caliskan, E. (2013). Environmental Impacts of Forest Road Construction on
Mountainous Terrain. J. Environ. Health Sci. Eng. 10 (1), 23. doi:10.1186/1735-
2746-10-23

Cambi, M., Certini, G., Neri, F., and Marchi, E. (2015). The Impact of Heavy Traffic on
Forest Soils: a Review.For. Ecol.Manag. 338, 124–138. doi:10.1016/j.foreco.2014.11.022

Chandramohan, T., Venkatesh, B., and Balchand, A. N. (2015). Evaluation of Three Soil
Erosion Models for Small Watersheds. Aquat. Procedia 4, 1227–1234. doi:10.1016/j.
aqpro.2015.02.156

Clinton, B. D., and Vose, J. M. (2003). Differences in Surface Water Quality Draining
Four Road Surface Types in the Southern Appalachians. South. J. Appl. For. 27 (2),
100–106. doi:10.1093/sjaf/27.2.100

Covert, A., Robichaud, P. R., Elliot, W. J., and Link, T. E. (2005). Evaluation of Runoff
Prediction from WEPP-Based Erosion Models for Harvested and Burned Forest
Watersheds. Trans. A.S.A.E. 48 (3), 1091–1100. doi:10.13031/2013.18519

Curran, M., Maynard, D., Heninger, R., Terry, T., Howes, S., Stone, D., et al. (2007).
Elements and Rationale for a Common Approach to Assess and Report Soil
Disturbance. For. Chron. 83 (6), 852–866. doi:10.5558/tfc83852-6

Dun, S., Wu, J. Q., Elliot, W. J., Robichaud, P. R., Flanagan, D. C., Frankenberger, J. R.,
et al. (2009). Adapting the Water Erosion Prediction Project (WEPP) Model for
Forest Applications. J. Hydrology 366 (1–4), 46–54. doi:10.1016/j.jhydrol.2008.
12.019

Elliot,W. J. (2013). Erosion Processes and Prediction withWEPPTechnology in Forests
in the Northwestern U.S. Trans. A.S.A.B.E. 56 (2), 563–579. doi:10.13031/2013.
42680

Elliot,W. J., Robichaud, P. R., and Luce, C.H. (1995).Applying theWEPPErosionModel
to TimberHarvest Areas Proceeding of the ASCEWatershedManage Conference, San
Antonio: TX, 14-16, 83–92.

Elliot, W. J., and Tysdal, L. M. (1999). Understanding and Reducing Erosion from
Insloping Roads. J. For. 97 (8), 30–34. doi:10.1093/jof/97.8.30

Flanagan, D. C., Gilley, J. E., and Franti, T. G. (2007). Water Erosion Prediction Project
(WEPP): Development History, Model Capabilities, and Future Enhancements.
Trans. A.S.A.B.E. 50 (5), 1603–1612. doi:10.13031/2013.23968

Foltz, R. B., Rhee, H., and Elliot, W. J. (2008). Modeling Changes in Rill Erodibility and
Critical Shear Stress on Native Surface Roads. Hydrol. Process. 22 (24), 4783–4788.
doi:10.1002/hyp.7092

Foltz, R. B., Elliot, W. J., and Wagenbrenner, N. S. (2011). Soil Erosion Model
Predictions Using Parent Material/soil Texture-Based Parameters Compared to
Using Site-specific Parameters. Trans. A.S.A.B.E. 54 (4), 1347–1356. doi:10.13031/
2013.39036

Fu, B., Newham, L. T. H., and Ramos-Scharrón, C. E. (2010). A Review of Surface
Erosion and Sediment Delivery Models for Unsealed Roads. Environ. Model.
Softw. 25 (1), 1–14. doi:10.1016/j.envsoft.2009.07.013

Gould, G. K., Liu, M., Barber, M. E., Cherkauer, K. A., Robichaud, P. R., and Adam,
J. C. (2016). The Effects of Climate Change and Extreme Wildfire Events on
Runoff Erosion over a Mountain Watershed. J. Hydrology 536, 74–91. doi:10.
1016/j.jhydrol.2016.02.025

Haas, J., Schack-Kirchner, H., and Lang, F. (2020). Modeling Soil Erosion after
Mechanized Logging Operations on Steep Terrain in the Northern Black Forest,
Germany. Eur. J. For. Res. 139 (4), 549–565. doi:10.1007/s10342-020-01269-5

Frontiers in Environmental Science | www.frontiersin.org June 2022 | Volume 10 | Article 7568489

Lee et al. Environmental Impact of Forest Operations

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jhydrol.2004.01.018
https://doi.org/10.14207/ejsd.2014.v3n4p299
https://doi.org/10.1007/s40725-016-0044-x
https://doi.org/10.1007/s40725-016-0044-x
https://doi.org/10.3390/w9070502
https://doi.org/10.1186/1735-2746-10-23
https://doi.org/10.1186/1735-2746-10-23
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.foreco.2014.11.022
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aqpro.2015.02.156
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aqpro.2015.02.156
https://doi.org/10.1093/sjaf/27.2.100
https://doi.org/10.13031/2013.18519
https://doi.org/10.5558/tfc83852-6
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jhydrol.2008.12.019
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jhydrol.2008.12.019
https://doi.org/10.13031/2013.42680
https://doi.org/10.13031/2013.42680
https://doi.org/10.1093/jof/97.8.30
https://doi.org/10.13031/2013.23968
https://doi.org/10.1002/hyp.7092
https://doi.org/10.13031/2013.39036
https://doi.org/10.13031/2013.39036
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envsoft.2009.07.013
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jhydrol.2016.02.025
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jhydrol.2016.02.025
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10342-020-01269-5
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/environmental-science
www.frontiersin.org
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/environmental-science#articles


Ji, B., Jung, D., Hwang, J., Oh, J., Lee, K., and Kweon, H. (2020). Development of Skid
Trail Placement and Installation for Continuous Utilization. Seoul: National Institute
of Forest Science.

Jordán, A., and Martínez-Zavala, L. (2008). Soil Loss and Runoff Rates on Unpaved
Forest Roads in Southern Spain after Simulated Rainfall. For. Ecol. Manag. 255
(3–4), 913–919. doi:10.1016/j.foreco.2007.10.002

Jourgholami, M., Labelle, E. R., and Feghhi, J. (2019). Efficacy of Leaf Litter Mulch to
Mitigate Runoff and Sediment Yield Following Mechanized Operations in the
HyrcanianMixed Forests. J. Soils. Sediments. 19 (7), 2076–2088. doi:10.1007/s11368-
018-2194-x

Kang, M.-G., Park, S.-W., Son, J.-H., and Kang, M.-S. (2004). Applications of WEPP
Model to a Plot and a Small Upland Watershed. J. Korean Soc. Agric. Eng. 46 (1),
87–97. doi:10.5389/KSAE.2004.46.1.087

Kastridis, A. (2020). Impact of Forest Roads on Hydrological Processes. Forests 11 (11),
1201. doi:10.3390/f11111201

Laflen, J. M., Elliot, W. J., Simanton, J. R., Holzhey, C. S., and Kohl, K. D. (1991).
WEPP Soil Erodibility Experiments for Rangeland and Cropland Soils. J. Soil
Water Conserv. 46 (1), 39–44.

Lee, E. (2018). A Comparative Analysis on Forest Soil Impact of Wood-Grap and Cable
Logging Operations. [PhD’s Thesis]. [Seoul]: Seoul National University.

Lee, E., Han, S.-K., and Im, S. (2019). Performance Analysis of Log Extraction by a Small
Shovel Operation in Steep Forests of South Korea. Forests 10 (7), 585. doi:10.3390/
f10070585

Lee, E., Li, Q., Eu, S., Han, S.-K., and Im, S. (2020). Assessing the Impacts of Log
Extraction by Typical Small Shovel Logging System on Soil Physical and
Hydrological Properties in the Republic of Korea. Heliyon 6 (3), e03544. doi:10.
1016/j.heliyon.2020.e03544

Lewis, J. (1998). Evaluating the Impacts of Logging Activities on Erosion and Suspended
Sediment Transport in the Caspar CreekWatersheds Proceedings of the Conference
on Coastal Watersheds. Caspar Creek Story 6, 55–68.

Luce, C. H. (2002). Hydrological Processes and Pathways Affected by Forest Roads:
what Do We Still Need to Learn? Hydrol. Process. 16 (1), 2901–2904. doi:10.
1002/hyp.5061

Mahmoodabadi,M., andCerdà, A. (2013).WEPPCalibration for Improved Predictions
of Interrill Erosion in Semi-arid to Arid Environments. Geoderma 204, 75–83.
doi:10.1016/j.geoderma.2013.04.013

Moriasi, D. N., Arnold, J. G., Van Liew,M.W., Bingner, R. L., Harmel, R. D., and Veith,
T. L. (2007).Model EvaluationGuidelines for Systematic Quantification of Accuracy
in Watershed Simulations. Trans. A.S.A.B.E. 50 (3), 885–900. doi:10.13031/2013.
23153

McCashion, J. D., and Rice, R. M. (1983). Erosion on Logging Roads in Northwestern
California: How Much Is Avoidable? J. For. 81 (1), 23–26. doi:10.1093/jof/81.1.23

McMahon, S. (1995). Accuracy of Two Ground Survey Methods for Assessing Site
Disturbance. J. For. Eng. 6 (2), 27–33. doi:10.1080/08435243.1995.10702669

Ministry of Government Legislation (2021). Ministry of Government Legislation.
Available at: https://www.law.go.kr (Accessed July 26, 2021).

Mirzaee, S., Ghorbani-Dashtaki, S.,Mohammadi, J., Asadzadeh, F., andKerry, R. (2017).
ModelingWEPP Erodibility Parameters in Calcareous Soils in Northwest Iran. Ecol.
Indic. 74, 302–310. doi:10.1016/j.ecolind.2016.11.040

Najafi, A., Solgi, A., and Sadeghi, S. H. (2009). Soil Disturbance Following Four Wheel
Rubber Skidder Logging on the Steep Trail in theNorthMountainous Forest of Iran.
Soil Tillage Res. 103 (1), 165–169. doi:10.1016/j.still.2008.10.003

Nearing, M. A., Deer-Ascough, L., and Laflen, J. M. (1990). Sensitivity Analysis of the
WEPP Hillslope Profile Erosion Model. Trans. A.S.A.E. 33 (3), 0839–0849. doi:10.
13031/2013.31409

Nicks, A. D., Lane, L. J., and Gander, G. A. (1995). “Chapter 2. Weather Generator,” in
U.S.D.A. Water Erosion Prediction Project: Hillslope and Watershed Model
Documentation. Editors D. C. Flanagan and M. A. Nearing (West Lafayette, IN:
United States Department of Agriculture-ARS National Erosion Research
Laboratory), 1–22.

Nortcliff, S., Ross, S. M., and Thornes, J. B. (1990). “Soil Moisture, Runoff and Sediment
Yield from Differentially Cleared Tropical Rainforest Plots,” in Vegetation and
Erosion: Processes and Environments. Editor J. B. Thornes. 1st ed (Incorporated:
Wiley & Sons), 419–436.

Park, S. D., and Shin, S. S. (2011). Applying Evaluation of Soil ErosionModels for Burnt
Hillslopes-RUSLE, WEPP, and SEMMA. KSCE J. Civ. Environ. Eng. Res. 31 (3B),
221–232. doi:10.12652/Ksce.2011.31.3B.221

Parsakhoo, A., Hosseini, S. A., Lotfalian, M., and Jalilvand, H. (2009). Soil Loss and
Displacement by Heavy Equipment in Forest Road Subgrading Projects. Int.
J. Sediment Res. 24 (2), 227–235. doi:10.1016/S1001-6279(09)60029-9

Picchio, R., Mederski, P. S., and Tavankar, F. (2020). How and How Much, Do
Harvesting Activities Affect Forest Soil, Regeneration and Stands? Curr. For. Rep. 6,
115–128. doi:10.1007/s40725-020-00113-8

Pierzchała, M., Talbot, B., and Astrup, R. (2014). Estimating Soil Displacement from
Timber Extraction Trails in Steep Terrain: Application of anUnmannedAircraft for
3D Modelling. Forests 5 (6), 1212–1223. doi:10.3390/f5061212

Raclot, D., and Albergel, J. (2006). Runoff and Water Erosion Modelling Using WEPP
on a Mediterranean Cultivated Catchment. Phys. Chem. Earth, Parts A/B/C 31 (17),
1038–1047. doi:10.1016/j.pce.2006.07.002

Robichaud, P. R., and Brown, R. E. (2002). Silt fences: an economical technique for
measuring hillslope soil erosion. Gen. Tech. Rep. RMRS-GTR-94. Fort Collins, CO:
U.S. Department of Agriculture, Forest Service, Rocky Mountain Research Station,
24. doi:10.2737/rmrs-gtr-94

Safari, A., Kavian, A., Parsakhoo, A., Saleh, I., and Jordán, A. (2016). Impact of Different
Parts of Skid Trails on Runoff and Soil Erosion in the Hyrcanian Forest (Northern
Iran). Geoderma 263 (1), 161–167. doi:10.1016/j.geoderma.2015.09.010

Startsev, A. D., andMcNabb, D. H. (2000). Effects of Skidding on Forest Soil Infiltration
in West-Central Alberta. Can. J. Soil. Sci. 80 (4), 617–624. doi:10.4141/S99-092

Swanson, F. J., and Dyrness, C. T. (1975). Impact of Clear-Cutting and Road
Construction on Soil Erosion by Landslides in the Western Cascade Range,
Oregon. Geol 3 (7), 393–396. doi:10.1130/0091-7613(1975)3<393:iocarc>2.0.co;2

Vinson, J., Barrett, S., Aust, W., and Bolding, M. (2017). Suitability of Soil Erosion
Models for the Evaluation of Bladed Skid Trail BMPs in the Southern Appalachians.
Forests 8 (12), 482. doi:10.3390/f8120482

Wade, C. R., Bolding, M. C., Aust, W. M., Lakel III, W. A., and Schilling, E. B. (2012).
Comparing Sediment Trap Data with the USLE-Forest, RUSLE2, andWEPP-Road
Erosion Models for Evaluation of Bladed Skid Trail BMPs. Trans. A.S.A.B.E. 55 (2),
403–414. doi:10.13031/2013.41381

Wenger, A. S., Atkinson, S., Santini, T., Falinski, K., Hutley, N., Albert, S., et al. (2018).
Predicting the Impact of Logging Activities on Soil Erosion and Water Quality in
Steep, Forested Tropical Islands. Environ. Res. Lett. 13 (4), 044035. doi:10.1088/
1748-9326/aab9eb

Whitman, J. B., Zech, W. C., and Donald, W. N. (2019). Improvements in Small-Scale
Standardized Testing of Geotextiles Used in Silt Fence Applications. Geotext.
Geomembranes 47 (5), 598–609. doi:10.1016/j.geotexmem.2019.04.002

Wu, S., Chen, L., Wang, N., Yu, M., and Assouline, S. (2018). Modeling Rainfall-Runoff
and Soil Erosion Processes on Hillslopes with Complex Rill Network Planform.
Water Resour. Res. 54 (12), 10117–10133. doi:10.1029/2018WR023837

Zemke, J. (2016). Runoff and Soil Erosion Assessment on Forest Roads Using a Small
Scale Rainfall Simulator. Hydrology 3 (3), 25. doi:10.3390/hydrology3030025

Conflict of Interest: The authors declare that the research was conducted in the
absence of any commercial or financial relationships that could be construed as a
potential conflict of interest.

Publisher’s Note: All claims expressed in this article are solely those of the authors
and do not necessarily represent those of their affiliated organizations, or those of
the publisher, the editors and the reviewers. Any product that may be evaluated in
this article, or claim that may be made by its manufacturer, is not guaranteed or
endorsed by the publisher.

Copyright © 2022 Lee, Eu and Li. This is an open-access article distributed under
the terms of the Creative Commons Attribution License (CC BY). The use,
distribution or reproduction in other forums is permitted, provided the original
author(s) and the copyright owner(s) are credited and that the original
publication in this journal is cited, in accordance with accepted academic
practice. No use, distribution or reproduction is permitted which does not
comply with these terms.

Frontiers in Environmental Science | www.frontiersin.org June 2022 | Volume 10 | Article 75684810

Lee et al. Environmental Impact of Forest Operations

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.foreco.2007.10.002
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11368-018-2194-x
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11368-018-2194-x
https://doi.org/10.5389/KSAE.2004.46.1.087
https://doi.org/10.3390/f11111201
https://doi.org/10.3390/f10070585
https://doi.org/10.3390/f10070585
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.heliyon.2020.e03544
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.heliyon.2020.e03544
https://doi.org/10.1002/hyp.5061
https://doi.org/10.1002/hyp.5061
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.geoderma.2013.04.013
https://doi.org/10.13031/2013.23153
https://doi.org/10.13031/2013.23153
https://doi.org/10.1093/jof/81.1.23
https://doi.org/10.1080/08435243.1995.10702669
https://www.law.go.kr
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecolind.2016.11.040
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.still.2008.10.003
https://doi.org/10.13031/2013.31409
https://doi.org/10.13031/2013.31409
https://doi.org/10.12652/Ksce.2011.31.3B.221
https://doi.org/10.1016/S1001-6279(09)60029-9
https://doi.org/10.1007/s40725-020-00113-8
https://doi.org/10.3390/f5061212
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.pce.2006.07.002
https://doi.org/10.2737/rmrs-gtr-94
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.geoderma.2015.09.010
https://doi.org/10.4141/S99-092
https://doi.org/10.1130/0091-7613(1975)3<393:iocarc>2.0.co;2
https://doi.org/10.3390/f8120482
https://doi.org/10.13031/2013.41381
https://doi.org/10.1088/1748-9326/aab9eb
https://doi.org/10.1088/1748-9326/aab9eb
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.geotexmem.2019.04.002
https://doi.org/10.1029/2018WR023837
https://doi.org/10.3390/hydrology3030025
https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/environmental-science
www.frontiersin.org
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/environmental-science#articles

	Assessment of Soil Erosion Potential From the Disturbed Surface of Skid Trails in Small Shovel Harvesting System
	Introduction
	Materials and Methods
	Description of the Study Area
	Water Erosion Prediction Project Model Parameterization
	Silt Fence Measurement and Model Performance Evaluation
	Statistical Analyses

	Results
	Effects of Soil Disturbance on Soil Erosion
	Model Accuracy and Soil Erosion Simulation

	Dicussion
	Conclusion
	Data Availability Statement
	Author Contributions
	Funding
	References


