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ABSTRACT

Controlling soil erosion is important for maintaining land productivity and reducing sedimentation of reservoirs in the Ethiopian highlands.
To gain insights on sediment loss patterns, magnitude of peak sediment events, and their contribution to annual loads, hydrometric and sed-
iment concentration data were collected for five years (2010 – 2014) from the 95-ha Debre Mawi and four nested catchments (located 30 km
south of Lake Tana). Soil and water conservation practices (SWCPs) consisting of soil bunds with 50-cm-deep furrows were implemented in
the third year, which made it possible to examine the effects of SWCPs on peak sediment loads. The results show that a 10-min event causes
soil loss of up to 11·4Mg ha�1, which is 22% of the annual sediment yield. Thirty to seventy-five percent (up to 30Mg ha�1day�1) of the
sediment yield was contributed by the greatest daily flow in each year. The contribution increases to 86% for the two largest daily flows.
SWCP interventions reduced sediment loss by half but did not affect the relative contribution of peak events to annual loads. Because of gully
erosion, peak sediment loads at the outlet of the entire catchment were greater (up to 30Mg ha�1day�1) as compared to the nested catchments
without gullies (0·5 to 8Mg ha�1day�1). Consequently, to reduce sediment loss, conservation measures should be designed to decrease runoff
during large storms. This can be attained by deepening furrows on unsaturated hillsides and reducing the entrainment of unconsolidated
sediment from failed gully banks. Copyright © 2016 John Wiley & Sons, Ltd.
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INTRODUCTION

Soil erosion is one of the most serious threats to cultivated
land and is a critical socio-economic and environmental prob-
lem worldwide (Morgan, 2009; Lieskovský & Kenderessy,
2014). It is a key sustainability issue in mountainous regions
with shallow soils (Stanchi et al., 2015). Erosion can lead to
severe land degradation (Meshesha et al., 2012) under
intensive agriculture, reducing productivity (Lal, 1998) and
increasing runoff (Tilahun et al., 2015). Controlling erosion
caused by water is particularly a serious challenge for land
managers in the high-rainfall dominated areas of the world
such as in the (sub) humid highlands of Ethiopia. For
example, the Blue Nile River alone carries more than 125
million tons of sediment per year from the Ethiopian
highlands to the Sudan, and sediment load is still increasing
(Omer et al., 2015). Because of the high sediment loads,
the Roseires Dam in the Sudan has lost more than one
third of its storage capacity (Ali et al., 2014; Steenhuis
& Tilahun, 2014).
Most soil erosion studies in Ethiopia (SCRP (Soil

Conservation Research Programme), 2000a; SCRP
(Soil Conservation Research Programme), 2000b;
SCRP (Soil Conservation Research Programme),

2000c; SCRP (Soil Conservation Research Programme),
2000d; Bewket & Sterk, 2003; Gebremichael et al.,
2005; Nyssen et al., 2009; Haile & Fetene, 2012) and in
the Debre Mawi catchment (Zegeye et al., 2010; Amare
et al., 2014) focus on annual soil losses, while
sediment loss patterns and the characteristics of peak sed-
iment loads are often overlooked. However, a study by
Vanmaercke et al. (2010) conducted in the semi-arid areas
of Tigray of the northern Ethiopian highlands indicated
that the majority of sediment export took place during
few flash floods, and this pattern is independent of soil
and water conservation practices (SWCPs). In the (sub)
humid Ethiopian highlands, the amount of precipitation
is greater than the semi-arid areas and falls in a few
months. The intensity and kinetic energy of rainfall are
also generally greater, which implies that the sediment
loss for few rainstorms in the sub-humid Ethiopian high-
lands could be larger than in the temperate or semi-arid
areas (Ruppenthal et al., 1996; Hoyos et al., 2005).
Studies conducted in various parts of the world have

shown that a large proportion of annual sediment loads are
lost in a short period during few rainstorms. A study
conducted in the USA (Gonzalez-Hidalgo et al., 2010)
reanalyzed the Universal Soil Loss Equation database of
310 erosion plots and found that 50% of the total annual soil
loss was contributed by five of the largest rainfall events. In
the Aisa valley experimental station of central-western
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Pyrenees, Romero et al. (2012) determined that the soil loss
from the three largest events ranged from 25 to 71% of the
total sediment loads. Coppus & Imeson (2002) observed
sediment loads of up to 15Mgha�1 for a 30-min event in
a semi-arid Andean Valley. In the tropical humid Andean
region of Colombia, studies have found that 10% of storm
events can account for 89% of annual soil loss, and in other
cases, 61% of annual soil loss occurs in three large rain-
storms (Ruppenthal et al., 1996; Hoyos et al., 2005). In
Kenya, catchments lose an average of 80% of their sediment
in the largest 10% of flows and 41% of the mean annual sed-
iment yield (SY) in the upper 1% of flows (Dunne, 1979).
Other studies (Lamoureux, 2002; González-Hidalgo et al.,
2007; González-Hidalgo et al., 2009; Krasa et al., 2010;
Stumpf et al., 2016) have shown similar results entailing
the strong impact of large events on annual sediment loads.
Knowledge of the magnitude and pattern of sediment

loads during peak runoff events is important in the dimen-
sioning of hydraulic structures including SWCPs. It is also
important in ecological applications where maximum sedi-
ment concentrations, even for the short term, could harm fish
and fauna (Anderson et al., 1996). Thus, this study examines
the sediment transport patterns, including the occurrence of
peak sediment loads, their magnitudes and contribution to
annual sediment yield, and the effect of SWCPs on peak
sediment transport in the sub-humid Ethiopian highlands,
where this information is not available.

MATERIALS AND METHODS

Study Area

This study was conducted in the Debre Mawi catchment
(11°18′N and 37°22′E), located near Lake Tana in the sub-
humid Ethiopian highlands. The Debre Mawi catchment
was chosen because 5 years of runoff and sediment concen-
tration data were available before and after the implementa-
tion of SWCPs. The 95-ha catchment has four nested
catchments within it: catchment 1 (monitored at Weir-1),
catchment 2 (Weir-2), catchment 3 (Weir-3), and catchment
4 (Weir-4) ranging in area from 6 to 10 ha (Figure F11 and
Table T1I). The entire catchment (catchment 5) was monitored
at Weir-5. At the five gauging stations established in 2010,
streamflow and sediment concentration were monitored for
all runoff events at a 10-min interval over a 5-year period.
Additional runoff and sediment concentration data were
provided by the Amhara Agricultural Research Institute
(ARARI).
The slope of the catchment ranges from 1 to 30%,

elevation varies between 2·220, and 2·300m. Long-term
mean annual precipitation is 1240mm (from 1986 to
2006). Main crops produced are cereals such as ‘tef’
(Eragrostis tef), maize (Zea mays), finger millet (Eleusine
coracana), barley (Hordeum vulgare), and wheat (Triticum).
Legumes such as Haricot bean (Phaseolus vulgaris), Fava
beans (Vicia faba), pea (Pisum sativum), and lentils (Lens

Figure 1. The study area in Ethiopia and location of gauging stations in the Debre Mawi catchment.

2 D. C. DAGNEW ET AL.

Copyright © 2016 John Wiley & Sons, Ltd. LAND DEGRADATION & DEVELOPMENT, (2016)

1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9
10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27
28
29
30
31
32
33
34
35
36
37
38
39
40
41
42
43
44
45
46
47
48
49
50
51
52
53
54
55
56
57
58
59

60
61
62
63
64
65
66
67
68
69
70
71
72
73
74
75
76
77
78
79
80
81
82
83
84
85
86
87
88
89
90
91
92
93
94
95
96
97
98
99
100
101
102
103
104
105
106
107
108
109
110
111
112
113
114
115
116
117
118



culinaris) are also grown in the catchment (Zegeye et al.,
2010; Tilahun et al., 2013).
The main soil types in the catchment are Nitisols,

Vertisols, and Vertic-Nitisols (Tilahun et al., 2015; WRB.
IUSS Working Group, 2015). Nitisols are red, clay-loam
soils found in the upper part of the catchment, very deep,
well-drained and permeable soils. Vertisols are black soils
and cover the lower slope positions. These soils form
wide-deep cracks during the dry phase and swell during
the rainy season (Tilahun et al., 2015). Vertic-Nitisols are
reddish-brown, well-drained, permeable soils, located in
the mid-slope locations. They have high moisture retention
capacity and form cracks when dry (Tebebu et al., 2015).
The land use system consists largely of cultivated land

followed by grassland and eucalyptus plantations/shrublands
(Table I). Grazing land is the main land use type in catch-
ment 1 while the remaining catchments area is mainly
cultivated lands. Catchment 2 receives some overland flow
from an unpaved road from Bahir Dar to Adet and hence
discharge and sediment were not collected in catchment
two in 2013 (see Figure S5 for partial view of Debre Mawi
catchment).

Before 2012, the SWCPs in the Debre Mawi catchment
consisted of traditional drainage furrows implemented by
farmers each year after plowing. The Ethiopian government
launched an extensive ecological restoration program in
2010, which aimed at doubling agricultural productivity
through improving the management of natural resources
and agricultural lands. This community mobilization
through free labor days was implemented in most commu-
nity catchments including Debre Mawi. As part of this
program, in early 2012, various physical and biological
SWCPs were constructed by farmers on most of the agricul-
tural lands in the Debre Mawi catchment. The physical
SWCPs include soil bunds with infiltration furrows to a
depth of 50 cm, stone-faced soil bunds, and stone bunds.
To stabilize the physical SWC structures, different types of
tree and grass species were planted on the banks of bunds.
Gully erosion severity is high in the Debre Mawi catch-

ment (Tebebu et al., 2010; Tebebu et al., 2015). Catchments
1 and 3 do not have gullies; however, there is one small
gully (slightly stabilized) in catchment 2, whereas in catch-
ment 4, there is active stream bank erosion. In catchment 5
(outlet), one large and 14 small-sized gullies were identified.

Table I. Characteristics of the four nested catchments and the main 95-ha Debre Mawi catchment

Experimental catchments Area (ha) Cultivated Grazing Forest/Shrub Gully remarks

Catchment one (Weir 1) 8·8 3·0 5·2 0·6 No gully
Catchment two (Weir 2) 11·0 8·0 2·6 0·4 Stable gully
Catchment three (Weir 3) 6·4 5·1 0·6 0·7 No gully
Catchment four (Weir 4) 10·4 8·0 0·9 1·5 Active stream bank failure
The entire 95-ha catchment
Catchment five (Weir 5)

95·0 70·0 14·0 11·0 A number of smalla gullies
(about 15 in number) and a
0·75-ha large active gully
near the outlet

aGully classification based on Frevert et al., 1993.

Table II. Location, description, and data used (1981–1993) from the four SCRP research sites (Andit Tid, Anjeni, Hundie Lafto, and
Maybar) located in the Ethiopian Highlands (SCRP, 2000a, b, c, d)

Catchment characteristics Andit Tid Anjeni Hundie Lafto Maybar

Location (Region) 39°43′E, 9°48′N
(North Shewa)

37°31′E, 10°40′N
(Gojjam)

40°59′E, 9°07′N
(Harerge)

39°40′E, 11°00′N
(South Wollo)

Catchment area (ha) 477 113 236 113
Elevation range (m a.s.l) 3·040 – 3·548 2·407 – 2·507 1963 – 2315 2530 – 2850
Long-term mean daily
Temp (°C)

12·6 16 18·3 16·4

Long term mean annual
rainfall (mm/year)

1417 1690 860 1211

Climate according to
Thornthwaite

Humid Sub-humid Sub-humid Sub-humid

Main soil types Humic and Ochric
Andosols, Fluvisols,
Regosols, and Leptosols

Alisols, Nitisols,
and Cambisols

Vertisols, Cambisols,
Fluvisols

Phaeozems and
Leptosols, Gleysols

Soil degradation status Medium to high degradation
and the catchment has
generally moderate
soil fertility

Medium to high
degradation, generally
moderate soil fertility

Medium to high
degradation, generally
moderate to good
soil fertility

The soils of the steeper
part of the catchment
are highly eroded

Station established July 1982 March 1984 May 1982 June 1981
Data type used RF, Q, SSC, and SY RF, Q, SSC, and SY RF, Q, SSC, and SY RF, Q, SSC, and SY
Years of data used 11 10 11 13
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Despite the fact that most soil loss in the catchment is caused
by gully erosion (Tebebu et al., 2010), gully treatment
measures were not implemented.

Data Collection and Analysis

Five years of hydrometric and sediment concentration data
from five catchments were used for this analysis. Two years
of data (2010–2011) were collected before the implementa-
tion of SWCPs and three years data (i.e. 2012–2014) after
the implementation. Precipitation, infiltration, stream
discharge, and suspended sediment concentration (SSC)
data were measured from June to September of each year.
Data were not collected in the dry phase, as precipitation,
stream flow, and erosion were minimal.
Precipitation was measured at 5-min intervals using a

tipping bucket, self-emptying, automatic rain gauge installed
in the catchment. Data from the nearby Adet Agricultural
Research Center (8 km from the study catchment) and from
the National Meteorological Station of Ethiopia (Bahir Dar
branch) were used to fill in any missing data.
Infiltration rates were measured in more than 10 fields at

different landscape positions, slope classes, and land uses
using a 25-cm-diameter single-ring infiltrometer (Tilahun
et al., 2013). The constant infiltration rate at the end of the
test was taken as the infiltration capacity of the area (Cerdà,
1999; Wang et al., 2016). Median infiltration rates are
considered as a better representation for each of the tests
(Tilahun et al., 2015).
Manual measurements of flow depth and velocity were

conducted by individual observers each 10-min intervals
following the onset of rainfall. The five weirs have fixed
cross sections following the banks, so that the discharge
can be easily calculated (SCRP (Soil Conservation Research
Programme), 2000b; Nadal-Romero et al., 2008). Surface
velocities were determined by the velocity of a float inserted
6–10m upstream of each weir, by recording time required
for the float to reach the weir (Montgomery et al., 1999;
Dessie et al., 2014). Average stream velocities were
obtained by multiplying the surface velocity by two thirds
(Tilahun et al., 2013). Discharge is found as the product of
mean velocity and the cross-sectional area. A rating curve

was developed for several pairs of stage and discharge
measurements at each weir.
For sediment concentration analysis, 1-L water samples

were taken at 10-min intervals until the flow declined and
the water turned clear (Bosshart, 1997). Suspended sediment
concentrations were determined by filtering water samples
using Whatman 320-mm-diameter filter paper and weighing
the mass of oven dried sediment (Tilahun et al., 2013).
Gully erosion was assessed to examine the effect of gullies

on the magnitude of peak sediment loads and compare the
sediment load generated from catchments with and without
gullies. Gully head retreat, gully depth, and width were
monitored for a large gully near the outlet of weir 5.
Sediment concentrations were plotted with daily discharge

and SY graphs to identify the relationships between sediment
concentration patterns and peak discharge events. Then, sed-
iment loss of 10-min events, the largest and two largest daily
loads were ranked, tabulated, and the contributions of peak
events to annual loads were calculated as a percentage of sea-
sonal loss. Finally, the magnitude of largest loads before and
after the implementation of SWC practices was compared
and used to evaluate how SWCPs affect peak sediment loads.
To assess whether the Debre Mawi catchment was repre-

sentative of the Ethiopian highlands, we obtained long-term
discharge and sediment data (10–13 years) from Land and
Water Resource Center of Ethiopia for four Soil Conserva-
tion Research Program (SCRP) catchments: Andit Tid,
Anjeni, Hundie Lafto, and Maybar (Figure S1, SCRP (Soil
Conservation Research Programme), 2000a; SCRP (Soil
Conservation Research Programme), 2000b; SCRP (Soil
Conservation Research Programme), 2000c; SCRP (Soil
Conservation Research Programme), 2000d). The character-
istics of the SCRP catchments are summarized in Table T2II.

RESULTS

Precipitation and Infiltration

In Debre Mawi, rainy season typically occurs from late May
to early October. Most precipitation falls during July and
August. Precipitation for June–September ranged from 832
to 917mm over the five years in the period from 2010 to

Table III. Annual monsoon rain phase runoff (Q, mm), sediment yield (SY, Mg ha�1), and suspended sediment concentration (SSC, g L�1)
for the main 95-ha Debra Mawi catchment (w-5) and the four nested catchments: catchment one (W-1), catchment two (W-2), catchment
three (W-3), and catchment four (W-4)

Water
sheds (W)

2010 2011 2012 2013

Q
(mm)

SSC
(g L�1)

SY
(Mg ha�1)

Q
(mm)

SSC
(g L�1)

SY
(Mg ha�1)

Q
(mm)

SSC
(g L�1)

SY
(Mg ha�1)

Q
(mm)

SSC
(g L�1)

SY
(Mg ha�1)

W-1 111 3·3 3·1 79 3·7 3·4 96 2·4 2·6 50 2·3 1·2
W-2 286 5·8 18·5 197 6·3 13·7 132 3·2 4·3 NA NA NA
W-3 121 3·5 5·2 97 4·3 8 74 3·1 2·4 74 3·3 2·6
W-4 163 6·2 12 157 5·5 19·9 140 3·7 5·1 51 3·3 1·8
W-5 314 12·7 70·3 230 13 53·9 62 13·1 9 66 11·5 13·3

aRefers to the mean values of 2010 and 2011 before the implementation of SWC measures.
bRefers the mean values of 2012, 2013, and 2014 after the implementation of SWC.
cPercentage change in Q, SY, and SSC was calculated as: Mean before SWC�Mean value after SWCð Þ

Mean value before SWC .
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2014 (Figure S4), a difference of only 10%. The maximum
hourly rainfall intensity was 38mmh�1, and median infiltra-
tion capacity of 29mmh–1 was exceeded by the rainfall
intensity in less than 10% of the time. The median infiltra-
tion capacity in the upslope (121mmh–1) was significantly
greater (p< 0·05) than mid-slope (29mmh–1) and saturated
valley bottoms (6mmh–1) showing the effect of landscape
positions on infiltration rates.

Discharge, Suspended Sediment Concentration, and Yield

The average storm discharge from the entire catchment was
greater than from the nested catchments (TableT3 III). Installa-
tion of SWCPs in 2012 effectively reduced storm runoff
(Table III and FigureF3 3). DQ3 aily, mean monthly, and annual
SSC were greatest at the main outlet (FiguresF2 2 and 3 and
Table III) followed by nested catchments 2 and 4. Patterns
of SSCs were similar for all five years for all weirs; the
sediment concentrations were greatest in the early phase of
the monsoon, i.e. in June and early July and gradually
declines in August and September (Figures 2 and 3). Simi-
larly, sediment loads from the entire catchment were greater
than loads from nested catchments for all the years (Table III
). The implementation of SWCPs has resulted in substantial
reductions in the SY of the studied five catchments.

Peak Events and Annual Sediment Loads

The sediment loads in each 10-min interval is plotted as a
percentage of the annual SY from the five catchments for
the five years (FigureF4 4). The contribution of peak 10-min
events for the nested catchments reached up to 32% whereas
it reached up to 21% for the entire catchment (Figure 4). It
does not appear that the percentage contributions change
systematically before and after the SWC implementation
(TableT4 IV). The contributions of the 2, 3, 5, 10, and 25th
event loads to annual loads for the studied catchments are
given in Table IV. For example, 10 largest 10-min events
for the nested catchments contributed up to 74% of the
annual sediment loads whereas it was up to 79% for the
entire catchment. For the 25 largest events, the contribution
reached up to 88% and 94%, for the nested catchments and
the entire catchment, respectively (Table IV). As the number
of events increases, the contribution of each event to annual
SY declines (Figure 4).

The magnitude of sediment transported during peak
events indicates that these events are the key contributors
to annual SY. For example, for the entire catchment, the
sediment load of the largest 10-min event was 11·4Mgha�1,
reaches 16·3Mgha�1 for two largest events in 2010 (Figure
S3). In 2011, the sediment loads of the largest and two
largest events (Figure S3) contributed 10 and 17·3Mgha�1,
respectively. During the study period, the contribution of
largest daily sediment loads reached up to 42%, 25%,
62%, 75%, and 73% for catchments 1 to 5, respectively
(Table T5V).
Considerable differences were observed in the volume of

sediment loads of peak 10-min events and daily sediment
loads before and after the SWC measures (Table IV). For
example, after SWC implementation in 2012, the sediment
load of the largest events greatly declined to 1Mgha�1

(Figure S3 and Table V), and the reduction in peak daily
loads were up to eight-fold (Table IV). We also observed
great spatial and temporal variability of peak daily sediment
loads in the catchments. Catchment 1 had a smallest peak
SY of 1·5Mgha�1day�1. The peak daily load of the entire
catchment was 30Mgha�1day�1, which is nearly 4-times
greater than peak daily loads generated from the nested
catchments. The greatest sediment loads occurred after
mid-July, when large sections of the catchment were
saturated and produced runoff (Caballero et al., 2013;
Latron & Gallart, 2007). For example, the largest daily load
of catchment 1 in 2010 occurred on 29 July 2010 with a
recorded 50mm of rainfall and 14mm of storm runoff and
a sediment load of 1Mgha�1 day�1 (Table V).

DISCUSSION

Ten-minute and Daily Peak Sediment Loads

Ten-minute Loads
Peak events are important; the largest 10-min sediment loads
at the outlet reached 11·4Mgha�1 and 16·3Mgha�1 for two
largest events in 2010 (Figure S3). Because annual soil
losses varied over the 5 years, we plotted the relative contri-
butions (i.e. quotient of 10-min and annual sediment loads)
in Figure 4. The greatest 10-min loads contributed 19% in
catchment 1 and 21% of the total annual load at the outlet
(Figure 4 and Table IV). The ten top 10-min events

Table III. (Continued)

Water
sheds (W)

2014 Mean before SWCa Mean after SWCb % Changec

Q
(mm)

SSC
(g L�1)

SY
(Mg ha�1)

Q
(mm)

SSC
(g L�1)

SY
(Mg ha�1)

Q
(mm)

SSC
(g L�1)

SY
(Mg ha�1)

Q SSC SY

W-1 67 2·8 1·7 95 3·5 3·3 71 2·5 1·8 26 28·6 45·5
W-2 178 3·6 8·2 242 6·1 16·1 155 3·4 6·3 36 44·3 60·9
W-3 75 3·8 2·7 109 3·9 6·6 74 3·4 2·6 32 12·8 60·6
W-4 114 3·6 4·7 160 5·9 16·0 101 3·5 3·9 37 40·7 75·6
W-5 106 8·2 12·5 272 12·9 62·1 78 10·9 11·6 71 15·5 81·3
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contributed up to 74% of the annual load in the nested catch-
ments and up to 79% for the entire catchment (Table IV).
The 25 top events contributed to a maximum of 88% of
the annual loss of the nested catchments and 94% at the out-
let (Table IV). Thus, there is an exponential decline in sedi-
ment contribution by each subsequent event. From Table IV,
it does not appear that the distribution of the peak event con-
tributions to annual loads changed systematically before and
after the implementation of SWCPs in 2012 (Table IV).

Figure 2. Suspended sediment concentration (daily) for the main catchment
from 2010 to 2014.

Figure 3. Rainfall, runoff, sediment concentration, and yield relationships
for the four nested-catchments and the main catchment (2010–2014).
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Daily Loads
Considerable differences were observed in the daily sedi-
ment loads among all catchments. Catchment 1 had the
smallest peak daily SY of 1·5Mgha�1day�1 (Table V).
The greatest daily loads of catchment 2, 3, and 4 were 8·1,
7·4, and 14Mgha�1day�1, respectively, indicating that the
peak daily loads of catchments 2, 3, and 4 were many folds
greater than that of catchment 1. Finally, the top daily load at

Figure 4. Contribution of 10-min events to annual sediment loads for the
five catchments (2010–2014).
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the outlet was 30Mgha�1day�1, clearly indicating that the
valley bottom generates the most sediment.
In addition, the greater magnitude of peak daily loads

occurred before implementation of the SWCPs signifying
the effectiveness of SWCPs. Daily sediment loads after
SWCPs implementation (Table V) declined to below
1Mgha�1y�1 in catchments 1, 2, 3, and 4 (Figure S3 and
Table V) which was substantial reductions in peak daily
loads (Table IV). Annual sediment yield for the main water-
shed decreased from an over 50Mgha�1y�1 before the
implementation to 10Mgha�1y�1 after the implementation
(Table III). However, suspended sediment concentration
was only reduced by 16% at the outlet (Table III).

Sediment Transport Dynamics in Debre Mawi

The sediment load patterns of Debre Mawi catchment is
highly episodic; significant amounts of sediment loads occur
within a few storm events and the largest sediment load pro-
cesses of the year occur in a very short period. The elevated
sediment concentration (Figure 2) in the early rain phase
was caused by the formation of rills in freshly tilled soils
(Zegeye et al., 2010). Rills formed in the early phase of
the monsoon expand in July when rainfall amounts and
intensities increase (Bewket & Sterk, 2003), and do not
expand in August and September with increased vegetation
and less intensive rainstorms (Hasholt & Hansen, 1995;
Agassi, 1996; Guzman et al., 2013). Lack of relationship
between large runoff events and sediment concentrations in
August is related to increased vegetation cover and greater

soil cohesion, and fully developed (non-eroding) rill
network (Dagnew et al., 2015; Moges et al., 2015).
An interesting question is how soil loss and texture are

related. We observed that the soil loss at the outlet in the
Debre Mawi catchment is greater than any of the sub-
watershed (Table III). One could contribute this easily to
the Vertisols that have a finer structure (the mean clay and
silt contents of Debre Mawi watershed were 57 and 27%,
respectively) (Dagnew et al., manuscript in preparation) than
Nitisols in the uplands. This relationship is indirect though.
The bottom part of the watershed with the vertisols saturates
and saturated vertisols have little cohesive strength allowing
gullies to develop. These gullies are the main cause of the
elevated sediment concentrations at the outlet of the water-
shed. This was supported by increased area damaged by
gullies (i.e. from 480m2 in 2010 to 1070m2 in 2014). One
gully head migrated 45m up over the five years. The
estimated soil loss from this gully were 299, 369, 347,
301, and 276Mg, respectively from 2010 to 2014.
The greater sediment concentrations in catchment 2

(Figure 2 and Table III) are related to runoff contributions
from an unpaved road (Guzman et al., in press), that is erod-
ing a channel through the catchment (Jones et al., 2000). In
catchment 4, sediment concentrations are elevated by an ac-
tive gully/streambank failure upstream of the outlet. Because
catchment 1 and 3 do not have gullies, the magnitude of sed-
iment loads is lower compared with other nested catchments
(Table III). Other studies also demonstrated that the sediment
concentration is directly influenced by the presence of gullies
(Bogen et al., 1994; Poesen et al., 1996; Wilson et al., 2008).

Table V. Contribution of largest daily sediment loads to sediment yield in the entire Debre Mawi Catchment (catchment 5) and the four
nested catchments for largest storms

Study catchments Date Daily sediment load
(Mg ha�1day�1)

% contribution of one largest
daily sediment load event

Catchment one 7/29/2010 1·0 23
7/17/2011 1·5 33
7/12/2012 0·6 18
7/16/2013 0·7 41
8/6/2014 0·5 42

Catchment two 7/29/2010 8·1 25
8/5/2011 6·2 25
7/13/2012 1·3 17
2013 NA NA
6/25/2014 1·1 22

Catchment three 7/29/2010 1·9 26
7/17/2011 7·4 62
7/30/2012 1·0 29
7/16/2013 0·9 23
8/6/2014 0·6 19

Catchment four 6/29/2010 4·2 38
7/17/2011 14·0 75
7/30/2012 1·3 27
7/16/2013 0·4 23
7/21/2014 0·4 22

Catchment five 7/13/2010 25·3 36
7/17/2011 29·8 55
8/03/2012 2·1 23
7/16/2013 9·7 73
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The reductions in peak sediment loads between 2012 and
2014 compared to 2010 and 2011 are attributed to the
impacts of SWC measures implemented in the catchments.
Nyssen et al. (2009) found a similar result in that SY has re-
duced by 78% following the implementation of SWC in the
highlands of Tigray, Ethiopia. SCRP (2000b) also demon-
strated a considerable reduction in SY (in the first five years
after implementation) in Anjeni catchment, Northwestern
Ethiopia. Longer-term studies however indicate that these
practices become ineffective after about five years (Guzman
et al., 2016, under review). Thus to maintain the effective-
ness of SWCPs in reducing runoff and SY, maintenance is
required. The Debre Mawi watershed is not an exception be-
cause most of the bunds were either half-filled or fully filled
with sediment within one or two years (Figure S6), and can
no longer collect runoff or trap suspended sediment. Conse-
quently, the effectiveness of SWC measures can only be
sustained if the SWCPs are maintained every one or two
years or by making deeper furrows.

Peak Sediment Load Contributions in other Ethiopian
Catchments and Other Countries

To see how representative the Debre Mawi findings are, the
peak daily sediment loads of the Debre Mawi catchment are
compared with the SCRP watersheds of the Ethiopian high-
lands (Table II). The contribution of peak daily loads in the
Debre Mawi catchment (ranging from 23 to 73%, Table V)
was greater than that of Andit Tid (9–35%) and Anjeni (5–
23%), was nearly similar to that of Hundie Lafto
(20–73%) and Maybar (17–79%), while the pattern in loss
is the same (Figure S2). The first, two and three largest daily
loads in Andit Tid catchment contributed an average of 15,
29, and 36% of the annual sediment loads. In Anjeni catch-
ment, this was 14, 22, and 29%, in Hundie Lafto, 47, 68, and
77%, and in Maybar it was 44, 63, and 65% (Figure S2). The
reasons for greater sediment loads in Debre Mawi could be
attributed to variations in watershed characteristics such as
soil degradation status and differences in soil texture. As
shown in Table II, the soils of the steeper part of Maybar
catchment are highly eroded and degraded whereas the soil
degradation status is relatively lower with generally moder-
ate soil fertility in Anjeni, Andit Tid, and Hundie Lafto. The
greater contribution of early events in Hundie Lafto could be
explained by the existence of Vertisols that are easily
eroding and gullying (Table II) fewer storms than in the
Debre Mawi watershed (Tebebu et al., 2015).
The contribution of 10-min event loads in the Debre

Mawi catchment is larger than findings in different parts of
the world. For example, Coppus & Imeson (2002) reported
sediment loads of up to 15Mgha�1 for a 30-min event in
a semi-arid Andean Valley. Gonzalez-Hidalgo et al. (2010)
reported that the 25 largest events contributed more than
50% of the total load across rivers of the USA.
Gonzalez-Hidalgo et al. (2007), based on erosion plots in
the Mediterranean area, found that the three largest events
produce 50% of total soil eroded. The Debre Mawi contribu-
tions are also much greater than what was reported in

Gonzalez-Hidalgo et al. (2007), Coppus & Imeson (2002),
and Lamoureux (2002) from plot scale to catchments from
110ha to 16·7 km2. The possible reasons for the higher
sediment load patterns and differences in the magnitude of
the contributions of peak loads between Debre Mawi catch-
ment and the other studies could be related to differences in
climate, topography, and status of land degradation. In a
Bolivian valley (receiving 600-mm rainfall per year), mid-
slopes have similar infiltration rates (31mmh�1 vs
29mmh�1) but contain the rills and gullies (Coppus &
Imeson, 2002) producing 15Mgha�1 sediment load for an
extreme 30-min event whereas in Debre Mawi gullies are
mostly at the lower slopes and an extreme 10-min event
was capable of producing 16Mgha�1 sediment load. The
Ethiopian highlands including the Debre Mawi catchment
lies in the tropics, where erosive rainstorms of greater
amounts fall in few months. Moreover, the Ethiopian
highlands are very much degraded and often devoid of
vegetation cover, which results in rapid rainfall–runoff
response and severe soil erosion rates.

CONCLUSIONS

In general, a substantial proportion of the seasonal sediment
transport in the Debre Mawi catchment occurs within few
large runoff events. Large proportions (in most cases above
30% and a maximum of 75%) of the annual sediment loads
in the catchment are transported in one or two days in a sea-
son. The 10-min peak sediment loads contributed up to 20%
of the annual sediment loads or up to 12Mgha�1. Thus, the
greatest proportion of sediment is transported within few
events. This indicates that considering the large amount of
sediment transported during peak events is crucial in the
dimensioning of hydraulic structures including SWCP.
Furrows of bunds should be designed in such a way to ade-
quately collect runoff and trap sediment transported during
peak events. Increasing the depth of furrows deeper than the
existing 50 cm would increase the capacity of the furrows to
collect runoff and sediments as well as improve rainwater in-
filtration by connecting the land surface to the original deep
flow paths that exist around 60 cm, and reduce runoff-induced
erosion. Inclusion of gully treatment and maintenance of
SWC measures are required to enhance the effectiveness of
conservation measures and sustain the long-term benefits.

ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS

Funding for this research was obtained from the USAID
through the PEER Science project (AID-OAA-A-11-
00012) and the International Foundation for Science
(IFS-W/5565-1). Additional funding was also obtained from
the Presbyterian Church of Ithaca, Higher Education for
Development, and United States Department of Agriculture
and funds provided by Cornell University partly through
the highly appreciated gift of an anonymous donor. We also
thank ARARI for their cooperation in providing supplemen-
tary data.

9SEDIMENT LOSS PATTERNS IN THE SUB-HUMID ETHIOPIAN HIGHLANDS

Copyright © 2016 John Wiley & Sons, Ltd. LAND DEGRADATION & DEVELOPMENT, (2016)

1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9
10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27
28
29
30
31
32
33
34
35
36
37
38
39
40
41
42
43
44
45
46
47
48
49
50
51
52
53
54
55
56
57
58
59

60
61
62
63
64
65
66
67
68
69
70
71
72
73
74
75
76
77
78
79
80
81
82
83
84
85
86
87
88
89
90
91
92
93
94
95
96
97
98
99
100
101
102
103
104
105
106
107
108
109
110
111
112
113
114
115
116
117
118



REFERENCES

Agassi M. 1996. Soil erosion, conservation, and rehabilitation. Marcel Dek-
ker; 414. ISBN:0-8247-8984-9.

Ali YSA, Crosato A, Mohamed YA, Abdalla SH, Wright NG. 2014. Sedi-
ment balances in the Blue Nile River Basin. International Journal of Sed-
iment Research 29: 316–328. DOI:10.1016/S1001-6279(14)60047-0.

Amare T, Zegeye AD, Yitaferu B, Steenhuis TS, Hurni H, Zeleke G. 2014.
Combined effect of soil bund with biological soil and water conservation
measures in the northwestern Ethiopian highlands. Ecohydrology &
Hydrobiology 14: 192–199. DOI:10.1016/j.ecohyd.2014.07.002.

Anderson PG, Taylor BR, Balch GC. 1996. Quantifying the effects of sed-
iment release on fish and their habitats. Canadian manuscript report of
fisheries and aquatic sciences/Rapport manuscrit canadien des sciences
halieutiques et aquatiques. 1996.

Bewket W, Sterk G. 2003. Assessment of soil erosion in cultivated fields
using a survey methodology for rills in the Chemoga watershed,
Ethiopia. Agriculture, Ecosystems & Environment 97: 81–93.
DOI:10.1016/S0167-8809(03)00127-0.

Bogen J, Berg H, Sandersen F. 1994. The contribution of gully erosion to
the sediment budget of the River Leira. IAHS Publications-Series of Pro-
ceedings and Reports-Intern Assoc Hydrological Sciences, 224, 307-316.
http://hydrologie.org/redbooks/a224/iahs_224_0307.pdf.Q2

Bosshart U. 1997. Catchment discharge and suspended sediment transport
as indicators of physical soil and water conservation in the Minchet
Catchment, Anjeni Research Unit: a case study in the north-western high-
lands of Ethiopia. University of Bern. XXVII, 122P.

Cerdà A. 1999. Seasonal and spatial variations in infiltration rates in bad-
land surfaces under Mediterranean climatic conditions. Water Resources
Research 35: 319–328. DOI:10.1029/98WR01659.

Coppus R, Imeson AC. 2002. Extreme events controlling erosion and sedi-
ment transport in a semi-arid sub-Andean valley. Earth Surface Pro-
cesses and Landforms 27: 1365–1375. DOI:10.1002/esp.435.

Dagnew DC, Guzman CD, Zegeye AD, Tebebu TY, Getaneh M, Abate S,
Zemale FA, Ayana EK, Tilahun SA, Steenhuis TS. 2015. Impact of con-
servation practices on runoff and soil loss in the sub-humid Ethiopian
Highlands: the Debre Mawi catchment. Journal of Hydrology and Hydro-
mechanics 63: 210–219. DOI:10.1515/johh-2015-0021.

Dessie M, Verhoest NEC, Admasu T, Pauwels VRN, Poesen J, Adgo E,
Deckers J, Nyssen J. 2014. Effects of the floodplain on river discharge
into Lake Tana (Ethiopia). Journal of Hydrology 519: 699–710.
DOI:10.1016/j.jhydrol.2014.08.007.

Dunne T. 1979. Sediment yield and land use in tropical catchments. Journal
of Hydrology 42: 281–300. DOI:10.1016/0022-1694(79)90052-0.

Frevert RK, Schwab GO, Fangmeier DD, Elliot WJ. 1993. Soil and water
conservation engineering. John Willey & Sons. Inc.: New York, NY
USA; 4.

Gebremichael D, Nyssen J, Poesen J, Deckers J, Haile M, Govers G,
Moeyersons J. 2005. Effectiveness of stone bunds in controlling soil ero-
sion on cropland in the Tigray Highlands, northern Ethiopia. Soil Use
and Management 21: 287–297. DOI:10.1111/j.1475-2743.2005.
tb00401.x.

González-Hidalgo JC, Peña-Monné JL, de Luis M. 2007. A review of daily
soil erosion in Western Mediterranean areas. Catena 71: 193–199.
DOI:10.1016/j.catena.2007.03.005.

González-Hidalgo JC, de Luis M, Batalla RJ. 2009. Effects of the largest
daily events on total soil erosion by rainwater. An analysis of the USLE
database. Earth Surface Processes and Landforms 34: 2070–2077.
DOI:10.1002/esp.1892.

Gonzalez-Hidalgo JC, Batalla RJ, Cerdà A, De Luis M. 2010. Contribution
of the largest events to suspended sediment transport across the USA.
Land Degradation & Development 21: 83–91. DOI:10.1002/ldr.897.

Guzman CD, Tilahun SA, Zegeye AD, Steenhuis TS. 2013. Suspended sed-
iment concentration–discharge relationships in the (sub) humid Ethiopian
highlands. Hydrology and Earth System Sciences 17: 1067–1077.
DOI:10.5194/hess-17-1067-2013.

Guzman CD, Elkamil MI, Tebebu TY, Bayabil HK, Tilahun SA, Yitaferu
B, Rientjes THM, Steenhuis TS. 2016. Discharge and sediment concen-
tration after landscape interventions in a humid monsoon climate: the
Anjeni watershed in the highlands of Ethiopia. Manuscript submitted
for publication.

Guzman CD, Tilahun SA, Dagnew DC, Zegeye AD, Tebebu TY, Yitaferu
B, Steenhuis TS. in press. Modeling sediment concentration and dis-
charge variations in a small Ethiopian watershed with contributions from
an impermeable road. Journal of Hydrology and Hydromechanics .

Haile GW, Fetene M. 2012. Assessment of soil erosion hazard in Kilie
catchment, East Shoa, Ethiopia. Land Degradation & Development 23:
293–306. DOI:10.1002/ldr.1082.

Hasholt B, Hansen BS. 1995. Monitoring of rill formation. IAHS
Publications-Series of Proceedings and Reports-Intern Assoc Hydrologi-
cal Sciences, 226, 285-292.

Hoyos N, Waylen PR, Jaramillo A. 2005. Seasonal and spatial patterns of
erositivity in a tropical watershed of the Colombian Andes. Journal of
Hydrology 314: 177–191. DOI:10.1016/j.jhydrol.2005.03.014.

Jones JA, Swanson FJ, Wemple BC, Snyder KU. 2000. Effects of roads on
hydrology, geomorphology, and disturbance patches in stream network.
Conservation Biology 14: 76–85. DOI:10.1046/j.1523-
1739.2000.99083.x.

Krasa J, Dostal T, Vrana K, Plocek J. 2010. Predicting spatial patterns of
sediment delivery and impacts of land-use scenarios on sediment trans-
port in Czech catchments. Land Degradation & Development 21:
367–375. DOI:10.1002/ldr.959.

Lal R. 1998. Soil erosion impact on agronomic productivity and environ-
ment quality. Critical Reviews in Plant Sciences 17: 319–464.
DOI:10.1080/07352689891304249.

Lamoureux S. 2002. Temporal patterns of suspended sediment yield follow-
ing moderate to extreme hydrological events recorded in varved lacus-
trine sediments. Earth Surface Processes and Landforms 27:
1107–1124. DOI:10.1002/esp.399.

Lieskovský J, Kenderessy P. 2014. Modeling the effect of vegetation cover
and different tillage practices on soil erosion in vineyards: a case study in
Vráble (Slovakia) using WATEM/SEDEM. Land Degradation & Devel-
opment 25: 288–296. DOI:10.1002/ldr.2162.

Meshesha DT, Tsunekawa A, Tsubo M. 2012. Continuing land degradation:
cause–effect in Ethiopia’s Central Rift Valley. Land Degradation & De-
velopment, 23:130–143.DOI:10.1002/ldr.1061.

Moges MA, Zemale FA, Alemu ML, Ayele GK, Dagnew DC, Tilahun SA,
Steenhuis TS. 2015. Sediment concentration rating curves for a mon-
soonal climate: upper Blue Nile Basin. SOIL Discussions 2:
1419–1448. DOI:10.5194/soild-2-1419-1448.

Montgomery DR, Panfil MS, Hayes SK. 1999. Channel-bed mobility re-
sponse to extreme sediment loading at Mount Pinatubo. Geology 27:
271–274. DOI:10.1130/0091-7613.

Morgan RPC. 2009. Soil erosion and conservation. John Wiley & Sons.
Nadal-Romero E, Regues D, Latron J. 2008. Relationships among rainfall,
runoff, and suspended sediment in a small catchment with badlands. Ca-
tena 74: 127–136. DOI:10.1016/j.catena.2008.03.014.

Nyssen J, Clymans W, Poesen J, Vandecasteele I, De Baets S, Haregeweyn
N, Naudts J, Hadera A, Moeyersons J, Haile M, Deckers J. 2009. How
soil conservation affects the catchment sediment budget—a comprehen-
sive study in the north Ethiopian highlands. Earth Surface Processes
and Landforms 34: 1216–1233. DOI:10.1002/esp.1805.

Omer AYA, Ali YSA, Roelvink JA, Dastgheib A, Paron P, Crosato A,
Glasser NF, Jennings SJA, Hambrey MJ, Hubbard B. 2015. Modeling
of sedimentation processes inside Roseires Reservoir (Sudan). Earth Sur-
face Dynamics 3: 223–238. DOI:10.5194/esurf-3-223-2015.

Poesen JW, Vandaele K, Van Wesemael B. 1996. Contribution of gully ero-
sion to sediment production on cultivated lands and rangelands. IAHS
Publications-Series of Proceedings and Reports-Intern Assoc Hydrologi-
cal Sciences, 236, 251-266.DOI: a236/iahs_236_0251.

Romero MEN, Martínez TL, González-Hidalgo JC, de Luis Arrillaga M and
Ruiz JMG. 2012. The effect of intense rainstorm events on the suspended
sediment response under various land uses; the Aísa Valley experimental
station. Cuadernos de investigación geográfica, (38): pp.27-47.ISSN
0211-6820.

Ruppenthal M, Leihner DE, Hilger TH, Castillo JA. 1996. Rainfall erosivity
and erodibility of Inceptisols in the southwest Colombian Andes. Exper-
imental Agriculture 32: 91–101. DOI:10.1017/S0014479700025904.

SCRP (Soil Conservation Research Programme). 2000a. Area of Andit Tid,
Shewa, Ethiopia: long-term monitoring of the agricultural environment
1982–1994, Centre for Development and Environment.

SCRP (Soil Conservation Research Programme). 2000b. Area of Anjeni,
Gojjam, Ethiopia: long-term monitoring of the agricultural environment
1984–1994, Centre for Development and Environment.

SCRP (Soil Conservation Research Programme). 2000c. Area of Area of
Hunde Lafto, Harerge, Ethiopia: long-term monitoring of the agricultural
environment 1982–1994, Centre for Development and Environment.

SCRP (Soil Conservation Research Programme). 2000d. Area of Maybar,
Wollo, Ethiopia: long-term monitoring of the agricultural environment
1981–1994, Centre for Development and Environment.

10 D. C. DAGNEW ET AL.

Copyright © 2016 John Wiley & Sons, Ltd. LAND DEGRADATION & DEVELOPMENT, (2016)

1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9
10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27
28
29
30
31
32
33
34
35
36
37
38
39
40
41
42
43
44
45
46
47
48
49
50
51
52
53
54
55
56
57
58
59

60
61
62
63
64
65
66
67
68
69
70
71
72
73
74
75
76
77
78
79
80
81
82
83
84
85
86
87
88
89
90
91
92
93
94
95
96
97
98
99
100
101
102
103
104
105
106
107
108
109
110
111
112
113
114
115
116
117
118

http://dx.doi.org/info:x-wiley/isbn/0824789849
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S1001-6279(14)60047-0
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ecohyd.2014.07.002
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0167-8809(03)00127-0
http://hydrologie.org/redbooks/a224/iahs_224_0307.pdf
http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/98WR01659
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/esp.435
http://dx.doi.org/10.1515/johh-2015-0021
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jhydrol.2014.08.007
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0022-1694(79)90052-0
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1475-2743.2005.tb00401.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1475-2743.2005.tb00401.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.catena.2007.03.005
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/esp.1892
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/ldr.897
http://dx.doi.org/10.5194/hess-17-1067-2013
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/ldr.1082
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jhydrol.2005.03.014
http://dx.doi.org/10.1046/j.1523-1739.2000.99083.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1046/j.1523-1739.2000.99083.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/ldr.959
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/07352689891304249
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/esp.399
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/ldr.2162
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/ldr.1061
http://dx.doi.org/10.5194/soild-2-1419-1448
http://dx.doi.org/10.1130/0091-7613
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.catena.2008.03.014
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/esp.1805
http://dx.doi.org/10.5194/esurf-3-223-2015
http://dx.doi.org/10.1017/S0014479700025904


Stanchi S, Falsone G, Bonifacio E. 2015. Soil aggregation, erodibility and
erosion rates in mountain soils (NW-Alps, Italy). Solid Earth Discussions
7: 185–212. DOI:10.5194/se-6-403-2015.

Steenhuis TS, Tilahun SA. 2014. Changes in climate and landscape in the
Blue Nile Basin: what it means downstream: in Chatel F. de, Holst-
Warhaft G., and Steenhuis, T.S. (editors): Water scarcity, security, and
democracy: a Mediterranean mosaic, Ithaca: global water partnership
Mediterranean, Cornell University, Atkinson Center for a Sustainable Fu-
ture. 146-151.

Stumpf F, Goebes P, Schmidt K, Schindewolf M, Schönbrodt-Stitt S,
Wadoux A, Xiang W, Scholten T. 2016. Sediment reallocations due to
erosive rainfall events in the Three Gorges Reservoir Area, Central
China. Land Degradation & Development doi: 10.1002/ldr.2503.

Tebebu TY, Abiy AZ, Zegeye AD, Dahlke HE, Easton ZM, Tilahun SA,
Collick AS, Kidnau S, Moges S, Dadgari F, Steenhuis TS. 2010. Surface
and subsurface flow effect on permanent gully formation and upland ero-
sion near Lake Tana in the northern highlands of Ethiopia.Hydrology and
Earth System Sciences 14: 2207–2217. DOI:10.5194/hess-14-2207-2010.

Tebebu TY, Steenhuis TS, Dagnew DC, Guzman CD, Bayabil HK, Zegeye
AD, Collick AS, Langan S, MacAlister C, Langendoen E, Yitaferu B.
2015. Improving efficacy of landscape interventions in the (sub) humid
Ethiopian highlands by improved understanding of runoff processes.
Frontiers in Earth Science 3: 49. DOI:10.3389/feart.2015.00049.

Tilahun SA, Guzman CD, Zegeye AD, Engda TA, Collick AS, Rimmer A,
Steenhuis TS. 2013. An efficient semi-distributed hillslope erosion model
for the sub-humid Ethiopian Highlands. Hydrology and Earth System
Sciences, 17: 1051-1063. doi: 10.5194/hess-17-1051-2013

Tilahun SA, Guzman CD, Zegeye AD, Dagnew DC, Collick AS, Yitaferu B,
Steenhuis TS. 2015. Distributed discharge and sediment concentration
predictions in the sub-humid Ethiopian highlands: the Debre Mawi water-
shed. Hydrological Processes 29: 1817–1828. DOI:10.1002/hyp.10298.

Vanmaercke M, Zenebe A, Poesen J, Nyssen J, Verstraeten G, Deckers J.
2010. Sediment dynamics and the role of flash floods in sediment export
from medium-sized catchments: a case study from the semi-arid tropical
highlands in northern Ethiopia. Journal of Soils and Sediments 10:
611–627. DOI:10.1007/s11368-010-0203-9.

Wang Y, Fan J, Cao L, Liang Y. 2016. Infiltration and runoff generation un-
der various cropping patterns in the red soil region of China. Land Deg-
radation and Development 27: 83–91. DOI:10.1002/ldr.2460.

Wilson GV, Shields FD, Bingner RL, Reid-Rhoades P, DiCarlo DA,
Dabney SM. 2008. Conservation practices and gully erosion

contributions in the Topashaw Canal watershed. Journal of Soil and Wa-
ter Conservation 63: 420–429. DOI:10.2489/jswc.63.6.420.

WRB. IUSS Working Group. 2015. World Reference Base for Soil Re-
sources 2014, update 2015. International soil classification system for
naming soils and creating legends for soil maps. World Soil Resources
Reports No. 106. FAO, Rome.

Zegeye AD, Steenhuis TS, Blake RW, Kidnau S, Collick AS, Dadgari F.
2010. Assessment of soil erosion processes and farmer perception of land
conservation in Debre Mewi catchment near Lake Tana, Ethiopia.
Ecohydrology & Hydrobiology 10: 297–306. DOI:10.2478/v10104-011-
0013-8.

SUPPORTING INFORMATION

Additional supporting information may be found in the on-
line version of this article at the publisher’s web site:

Supporting Information: The lists of the supporting figures
provided in the text are:
Figure S1: Location of the SCRP catchments in the

Ethiopian highlands.
Figure S2: Peak daily sediment load contribution to an-

nual sediment loads for SCRP catchments.
Figure S3: The 10-min event sediment loads (Mgha�1)

for the 95-ha catchment.
Figure S4: Monthly precipitation of the Debre Mawi

catchment from 2010 to 2014. The “total” represents the
rainfall from the beginning of June to the end of September.
Figure S5: Partial views of Debre Mawi catchment at dif-

ferent locations showing farming, gullies, and conservation
practices
Figure S6: Furrows of bunds constructed in the Debre

Mawi catchment
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