
Gully Erosion in I. R. Iran: Characteristics,
Processes, Causes, and Land Use 23
Majid Soufi, Reza Bayat, and Amir Hossein Charkhabi

Abstract
Gully erosion due to land destruction and depletion of soil
moisture, especially in drought periods, has an important
role for decreasing biomass production in Iran. The aim of
this study was to determine the characteristics, processes,
and the main causes of gully incision. Satellite images,
aerial photos, and anecdotal evidence with field
measurements were used to obtain information to answer
the research questions. The results of this study indicated
that Iranian gullies with an area more than 1,420,000 ha
were distributed from coastal zones to highlands with an
altitude higher than 3000 m above the sea level. They
occurred mostly in the areas with precipitation of
100–300 mm and 500–1000 mm. Gullies are dominant
more in semi-arid, arid, and Mediterranean climates. Most
of the studied gullies are continuous and valley side. The
survey of the view plans of the gullies indicated that
surface runoff was the dominant hydrological process for
gully incision. The results revealed that the rangelands and
forests area decreased while rain-fed farms and barren
land increased during the last decades. Most Iranian
gullies were located in the altitude of 0–500 and
1000–2000 m above the sea level. Overgrazing and land-
use change from rangeland and forests to cultivated lands
were the main causes of gully erosion. Data showed that
Iranian gullies with an average length and depth equal to
570 m and 2.8 m produced 21 m3/m sediment per unit
gully length.
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23.1 Introduction

Soil erosion is recognized as the most important factor for
soil degradation and many environmental problems in the
world (Kropacek 2019; Fang et al. 2019; Gutierez et al.
2009). Gully erosion is more important than other types of
water erosion because of limited research, its unknown
aspects, and higher contribution for sediment production
and damage (Poesen et al. 2003, 2017; Zhang et al. 2019).
Gully erosion causes on-site and off-site problems, damages
such less trafficability due to breaking the roads and bridges
(Soufi 2005; Soufi 2009; Soufi et al. 2017; Soufi and Bayat
2015, 2016; Rey et al. 2019) and decreased biomass produc-
tion of croplands and rangelands (Nyssen 2001; Avni 2005).
Due to the lack of a detailed data bank for gully erosion in the
world (Poesen et al. 2003) and also Iran about gully
characteristics, its environment and impact on decreasing
the biomass and water depletion, especially during drought
periods, this study was conducted throughout Iran.

Gullies are classified based on different factors. They are
classified based on the shape of the cross-section and its
location in the landscape (Imeson and Kwaad 1980; Brice
1966; Deng et al. 2015), slope of gully banks (Crouch and
Blong 1989; Ahmadi 1999), gully length and depth (Campos
et al. 2000; Sun et al. 2014), and gully area and depth (FAO
1982). The gully cross-section was divided into V, U, and
trapezoid or intermediate (Deng et al. 2015). Deng et al.
(2015) emphasized the importance of gully cross-section
not only for computing the volume and rate of erosion, but
also for understanding the relationship of gullying processes,
landforms, land use, and erosional features. Different
classifications were used for the gully depth. For example, a
small gully is defined with 0.9 m (Ahmadi 1999), 2 m (Refahi
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2000), and 1 m by FAO (1982). The medium size gully is
defined as 1–5 m depth and the large size was introduced as
5–10 m depth (FAO 1982; Ahmadi 1999; Refahi 2000).
Some studies have divided the gullies into continuous (old)
and discontinuous (young) in the USA (Leopold and Miller
1965; Heede and Mufich 1974), valley side, and valley floor
based on their location (Brice 1966; Imeson and Kwaad
1980). Ireland et al. (1939) classified the view plan of the
gullies into six classes including linear, bulbous, dendritic,
trellis, parallel, and compound; and the view plan of the gully
heads was categorized into four classes including pointed,
rounded, notched, and digitated in the USA (Fig. 23.1). They
also classified the gully heads based on their longitudinal
profile into inclined, vertical, cave type, and cave type with
vegetation cover (Fig. 23.2).

Some studies (e.g., Poesen and Govers 1990; Poesen
1989, 1993; Moore et al. 1988) have classified the gullies
into ephemeral and permanent based on the possibility of
omission, length of life, morphology, location, land use,
and dominant hydrologic processes in Europe croplands,
Australia and South Africa (Kakembo et al. 2009). The
width-to-depth ratio of the gully was used practically by
some researchers (Poesen and Govers 1990; Poesen 1993;
Deng et al. 2015). Ratios bigger than 1 imply more damages
to the cropland and is used for prioritization of its control.
Morgan (1995) classified the gullies based on their soil tex-
ture and process of gullying. He classified the gullies into
three categories including axial parallel gullies in coarse soil
texture, digitate with vertical head cuts in the loam-clay soil,
and frontal with rilled banks and created by tunneling. Some
researchers such as Morgan (1995) and Chaplot (2013)
introduced categories of gullies based on the mechanism of
their formation including those formed by surface runoff,
seepage and piping, and mass movement and their

combination. Dietrich and Dunne (1993) classified the gully
heads into gradual, step (depth < 1 m), and head cut
(depth > 1 m). Ahmadi (1999) classified the gullies of Iran
based on their length into three categories, small (L< 120 m),
medium (L ¼ 120–240), and large (L > 240 m).

Understanding the causes of gully erosion was a big
challenge and controversy to develop strategies for gully
control during the last century (Graf 1983; Soufi 1997).
Causes of gully erosion were of three types (Soufi 1997),
(1) deterioration of ecosystem by human impacts
(Nachtergaele 2001; Faulkner 1995; Oostwoud Wijdenes
et al. 2000; Bork et al. 2001; Soufi 2004; Harvey 1996;
Valentin et al. 2005; Castillo and Gomez 2016; Abi et al.
2018; Yu et al. 2019; Okuh and Osumgborogwu 2019; Rong
et al. 2019); (2) climate change (Balling and Wells 1990;
Castro et al. 2000; Vanmaercke et al. 2016); and (3) intrinsic
or random change in the ecosystem (Starr 1989; Soufi 1997).
Gully incision and development are attributed to severe
grazing by cattle and climate change in southwest USA
(Webb and Hereford 2001), after European settlement in the
east of Australia since the last 200 years (Prosser and Win-
chester 1996), change of vegetation cover by humans in
England (Harvey 1996), high pressure on land use, and
intense rainfall in fourteenth century in Germany (Bork
et al. 2001). Pine plantation after clearance of the Eucalyptus
forest and soil plowing was introduced as the main factor for
massive gully erosion in southeast Australia (Soufi 1997).
Monsiers et al. (2015) found that cropland with exclusive
drainage ditches was most vulnerable to gully development.
Increase in the cultivation of corn in central Belgium
(Nachtergaele 2001) or increased almond plantation without
terracing after destruction of native Mediterranean vegetation
cover or increased plantation areas within the catchments of
SW Spain (Gutierez et al. 2009) have been proposed as one of

Fig. 23.1 Classification of the view plan of the gully heads (Ireland et al. 1939)

Fig. 23.2 Classification of the longitudinal profile of the gullies (Ireland et al. 1939)
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the main factors for gully erosion in South Spain (Faulkner
1995; Oostwoud Wijdenes et al. 2000). Svoray (2009)
believed that unpaved roads had a greater influence on the
location of gully heads than tillage direction in Northern
Israel. A recent review by Vanmaercke et al. (2016) indicated
that gully head retreat was significantly correlated to the
runoff contributing area and rainy day normal. They found
that land use and soil type had no significant correlation with
gully head retreat in different parts of the world. They believe
that gully erosion will become more intense and widespread
in the following decades as a result of climate change.

Nowadays, human impacts are introduced as the most
important factor for gully incision. In a large scale, land use
plays an important role in gully formation. For example, there
is less gully erosion in the forests, but it is more in rangelands
and croplands. The reason is decline in the range condition
due to overgrazing and reduced resistance of the soil surface
in croplands. Therefore, changes in the land use from natural
to cultivated land have increased the risk of gully incision and
development such as southeast highlands of Vietnam
(Valentin et al. 2005). In similar land uses, gully erosion
depends on topography. That is, lands with steeper gradient
might have more gully erosion. Although human impact or
climate change had an important role in gully erosion in some
parts of the world, coincidence of these two factors has
created a complex situation for determining the dominant
factor. Therefore, it was stated that the combination of
human impacts such as land-use change with intense rainfall
is followed by gully formation and/or development (Valentin
et al. 2005; Vanmaercke et al. 2016). The type of gully affects
the rate of soil erosion (Deng et al. 2015). The rate of gully
erosion in ephemeral gullies was 10 times more than the
lateral ones in central Belgium (Poesen et al. 1996). The
share of gully erosion also depends on the soil texture and

rock fragments on the soil surface. Evans (1993) found that
the share of gully erosion was more in the heavy soil textures
in England. Poesen et al. (1998) stated that gully erosion is
dominant on the soils with high rock fragments and in homo-
geneous soils. Field observation indicated that gully erosion
had more share in grasslands (Bradford and Piest 1980) and
poor rangelands (Soufi 2004). Data collected from the
highlands of Ethiopia (Nyssen 2001) indicated that the con-
tribution of gully erosion increased from 33% to 55% after
road construction due to runoff concentration.

23.2 Materials and Methods

23.2.1 Study Area

The study area covered Iran with 15� latitude (25�–40�N) and
20� longitude (44�–64�E) (Fig. 23.3). Mountains such as
Alborz and Zagrus and Caspian sea, Persian Gulf, and
Oman sea play important roles in local variation in precipita-
tion and temperature throughout the country. Therefore, dif-
ferent climate zones are the result of this variation. The mean
of annual precipitation, temperature, and slope are 236 mm,
18.4 �C, and 8.7%, respectively. Based on DeMarton’s
method, there are six arid climates; semiarid climates are
dominant and the other including the Mediterranean,
humid, semi-humid, and extra-humid cover a limited area in
the country.

23.2.2 Methodology

Regions with gully erosion were determined in four steps. At
first, we talked to the provincial experts of natural resources

Fig. 23.3 The provinces studied for gully erosion in Iran
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office to collect the name and location of the regions with
gully erosion that had an area equal or larger than 500 ha in
order to show them on a topographic map with a scale of
1:250,000. The second step consisted of using the satellite
images and recent aerial photos obtained in 1984–1987 to
review the gully sites mentioned by experts. The third step
was field surveying and recording the position of gully
boundaries with GPS. In the fourth step, the position of
gully erosion in each region was determined on available
topographic maps with scales 1:250,000, and map of gully
erosion for Iran was prepared using GIS. Permanent gullies
were mapped by digitizing orthophoto maps in Arc/info 3.5.2
GIS and converting them to shape files using Arcview 3.2
GIS. Then, the type of the climate for each gullied region was
determined, using developed DeMarton’s climate map
prepared by Jamab office (Ministry of energy). At least two
gully regions were selected in each climate zone in each
province. In the next step, three representative gullies were
selected in each gully region of each climate zone in each
province. A questionnaire was filled out with field survey and
lab activity for each representative gully. Location of the
gully system on the valley side or valley floor and evolution-
ary period of each gully system, continuous (old) or discon-
tinuous (young), were determined by field observation. The
altitude of the gully system from the sea level was recorded
using GPS. The shape of the gully view plan was classified
based on Ireland et al.’s (1939) classification. Morphometric
measurement of the gullies including length, depth, top, and
bottom width was carried out using tape meter in the field.
Measurement was carried out in each uniform reach and also
in the gully head, 25, 50, and 75% of the gully length from
the head cut. Soil characteristics were analyzed from the soil
samples collected from the gully heads and gully banks from
the surface layer where dominant plant roots existed. Particle
size and bulk density were determined using a hydrometer
and steel cores, respectively. The cores were dried up in an
oven for 24 h at 105 �C. Bulk density was calculated by
dividing the dry weight by the volume of the cores. Organic
carbon was measured using the Walkley-Black method. Ec
and pH were measured by Ec and pH meter device, using
saturated soil extract. The levels of potassium and sodium
were measured, using a flame photometer. Calcium and mag-
nesium levels were measured, using titration with EDTA
(Handbook no. 467, Soil and Water Research Institute
2008). The longitudinal profile of the gullies was surveyed
using theodolite. Slope gradient of areas draining to gully
heads and banks was measured using Sento clinometers. The
current and previous land uses were determined by field
observation and anecdotal evidence (aerial photos and talking
with old residents in the region), respectively. The causes of
gully incision and development were determined using anec-
dotal evidence and field survey. The map of gully erosion for

Iran was prepared using GIS. Statistical parameters were
calculated using Excel 2007 and SPSS 23.

23.3 Results and Discussion

23.3.1 Area of Gully Erosion

Gully erosion was studied in all provinces of Iran, but the
results of two provinces Theran and Lorestan were not
presented (Fig. 23.4). Khorasan Province is presented as a
unified province in data tables because it was not separated
during our study, but the location of gully erosion is indicated
throughout northern Razavi and southern Khorasan
provinces on the digital map of gully erosion (Fig. 23.4).
Totally, 141 regions of gully erosion were surveyed in the
presented provinces of Iran. The total area of gully erosion in
Iran is more than 1,429,954 ha. Kermanshah and Isfahan with
an area equal to 409,895 ha and 256.52 ha had the maximum
and minimum areas of gully erosion among the provinces in
Iran (Fig. 23.5).

23.3.2 General Characteristics of the Gullies

Results of this study indicated that 59% of the gullies are
located on the valley sides (Fig. 23.6a). Eighty-four percent
of them are continuous (old) and only 16% of them are young
(Fig. 23.6b), which implies most of the sediments from the
gullies (old one) are transported to downstream and
reservoirs. Therefore, alternatives for gully control should
be done for young (discontinuous) gullies. Comparison of
geologic formation indicated that 51% of gullies are located
on Marls or older formations (Fig. 23.6c), which represent
rangelands or rain-fed farms and the remainder is located on
the quaternary. Results indicated that gully heads had 40%
and 33% pointed and digitated view plans, respectively
(Fig. 23.6d). This means 73% of gully incision and/or devel-
opment is caused by uncontrolled surface runoff. The survey
of general view plan of the gullies revealed that 60% of them
had dendritic view plan (Fig. 23.6e); this indicates the surface
runoff as dominant hydrological process for gully incision.
About 38% of the gully view plans belong to linear view plan
(Fig. 23.6e); which means this sort of gullies were formed
due to flood concentration such as culverts or bridges con-
struction without stabilization alternatives at downslopes or
breaking of earth dikes due to floods.

About 38% of the gully heads had vertical long profiles
(Fig. 23.6f); this means they have a plunge pool and need
emergency measures to mitigate their development. More
than 68% of the gully cross-sections had trapezoid and V
shape (Fig. 23.6g), showing that there is a resistance layer in
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Fig. 23.5 Comparison of the area of gully erosion in different provinces in Iran

Fig. 23.4 Map of gully erosion in Iran
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the subsurface, revealing the necessity of an alternative to
maintaining the resistance of soil surface to prevent the gully
incision, especially in cultivated lands. This result is in the
same line with that of Deng et al.’s study (2015). They found
that 78% of 456 studied gullies in Yuanmou Dry-Hot Valley,
China had intermediate (trapezoid) cross-section. They
believed that gully cross-sections were controlled by
weathering crusts, soil properties, and vegetation cover.

23.3.3 Climate of Regions with Gully Erosion

Results of this survey indicated that 35% of the Iranian
gullies are located in a semi-arid climate. Then, they are
distributed in arid and Mediterranean climates with 22%
and 16%, respectively (Fig. 23.7). These results with our
field observations indicate two facts. The first is related to
the land-use change in semi-arid and Mediterranean climates
from rangeland to rain-fed farms and gardens and the second
belongs to overgrazing of arid rangeland and changes in the
range condition to poor and very poor conditions.

23.3.4 Precipitation

Gully erosion occurred in the lands below 100 mm and above
1000 mm annual precipitation. The least portion of gullies
(2.5%) belong to the class of precipitation below 100 mm and
above 1000 mm both with gully incision occurred mostly in
200–300, 500–600, and 600–1000 mm with 22%, 17%, and
16%, respectively (Fig. 23.8). Class 200–300 mm refers to
arid rangelands and class 500–1000 refers to new croplands
and gardens due to the land-use change.

23.3.5 Land Use

Results in Fig. 23.9 indicate that the rangelands and forests
were reduced and cultivated lands including rain-fed farms
and gardens increased. Results revealed that rain-fed farms
and gardens increased twofolds. Barren lands increased four
times. Rangeland decreased from 54% to 35% and forest
decreased from 11% to 1%. Deteriorated rangeland and forest
increased by 2.5- and 5-folds, respectively (Fig. 23.9).

Fig. 23.7 Climate of the regions
with gully erosion

Fig. 23.8 Distribution of Iranian
gullies in different classes of
annual precipitation
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Kakembo et al. (2009) found that 75% of the gullied area
occurred on abandoned lands in the Eastern Cape province,
South Africa. Gutierez et al. (2009) indicated that gully
erosion was closely related to land use, especially with the
extent of cultivation areas in the SW Spain. They also stated
that there was no clear relationship between the evolution of
the gullied area and rainfall amounts.

23.3.6 Altitude Above the Sea Level

Figure 23.10 indicates that gully erosion happened in lands
around the Persian Gulf, inland lakes, the Caspian sea and in
highlands with over 3000 m altitude. Most of the Iranian
gullies were distributed in classes 0–500 m and
1000–2000 m above the sea level with 44% and 33%, respec-
tively (Fig. 23.10). Human interference including
overgrazing and increased overland flow due to urban devel-
opment is the main cause of gully formation in the altitude of
0–500 m above the sea level. The main causes of gully
formation in the altitude of 1000–2000 m above the sea

level were overgrazing and change in the land use from
rangeland and forest to cultivated lands. Kakembo et al.
(2009) stated that gully erosion was dominant in concave
bottomlands of the Eastern Cape province, South Africa.
Mararakanye and Sumner (2017) found that gully formation
was associated with duplex soils on colluviums and alluvial
deposits on a lower slope where overland flow converges and
accumulates in South Africa.

23.3.7 Soil Properties

Soil texture of Iranian gullies is displayed in Fig. 23.11.
Seven hundred thirty-two soil samples were collected from
the heads and banks of Iranian gullies. Results indicated that
loam, sandy loam, clay loam, and silt loam were the most
common soil texture with 28%, 24%, 13%, and 10%, respec-
tively (Fig. 23.11). Loam belongs to the gullies of southwest
and southeast provinces, sandy loam to coastal gullies, clay
loam to the northwest and northern gullies, and silt loam to
northeast gullies.

Fig. 23.9 Comparison of land-
use change in regions with gully
incision
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23.3.8 Morphometric Characteristics
of the Gullies

Table 23.1 compares the dimensional factors and soil loss
from gullies in different provinces of Iran. Results indicated
that the average length of gullies was equal to 517.4 m.
Maximum and minimum gully lengths belonged to
Mazandaran with 2900 m and Booshehr with 52.1 m, respec-
tively (Table 23.1). These results show that the classification
of Iranian gully length by Ahmadi (1999) could be changed.
Ahmadi (1999) classified gullies with a length of 120 m and
240 m as medium, while in this survey the gullies with a
length around 500 m are in the medium class. The average
top and bottom widths were 7.2 m and 3.0 m, respectively.
The maximum top and bottom widths belonged to Yazd and
Sistan and Baloochestan provinces with 15.3 m and 11.7 m,
respectively (Table 23.1). The minimum top and bottom
widths of the gullies with 2.0 m and 0.7 m, respectively,
belonged to Semnan province (Table 23.1). The average
depth of the gullies was equal to 2.8 m, which belongs to
the medium size gully. The standard deviation for the gully
depth presents the medium size gullies with a class of
1.2–4.2 m for this study. Maximum and minimum depth of
the gullies belonged to Yazd and Semnan with 8.0 and 0.8 m,
respectively (Table 23.1). Results indicated that the average
soil erosion by gully was 21.2 m3/m of gully length
(Table 23.1). The maximum and minimum of soil erosion
by gullies belonged to Yazd and Semnan with 151.9 m3/m
and 1.4 m3/m, respectively. Comparison of data showed that
gully erosion in some provinces such as Mazandaran, Sistan
and Baloochestan, Kohkiloye and Boyerah, Kordestan,
Esfahan, Khorasan, Golestan, Yazd, and Hormozghan was
higher than the average rate (21.2 m3/m) of erosion
(Table 23.1).

23.3.9 Causes of Gully Erosion

Figure 23.12 shows the causes of gully erosion in Iran.
Results indicated that 65% of data belonged to human
impacts and 35% to natural factors such as rainfall intensity
and soil erodibility. Among different aspects of human
impacts, overgrazing with 32% and changes of rangeland
and forest with 17% had a high contribution to the causes
of gully erosion in different parts of Iran (Fig. 23.12).

23.4 Conclusion

This study indicated that gully erosion distributed throughout
different parts of Iran with an area more than 1,420,000 ha
from the coastal zones to highlands with an altitude higher
than 3000 m above the sea level. Although gullies are
observed in different climate zones, most of them are located
in semi-arid and arid zones. Eighty-four percent of the gullies
are continuous (old). This indicates that most of the
sediments from the gullies were transported downslope.
Therefore, the priority for gully control belongs to saving
lands, infrastructures, and residential areas. The dominant
general gully (60% dendritic) and heads (73% digitated and
pointed) view plans show the action of the surface runoff as
the dominant hydrological process for gully incision and/or
development. Forty-one percent of Iranian gullies had loam
and clay-loam soil texture. The results of gully view plan and
soil texture are in the same line with Morgan’s (1995) and
Deng et al. (2015) conclusions. The results indicate that gully
incision coincides with changing rangeland and forest to
cultivated land including croplands and gardens. Overgrazing
and changing the rangeland and forest were the dominant
causes of gully erosion in Iran.

Fig. 23.11 The soil textures of
the samples collected from Iranian
gullies
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Table 23.1 Comparison of the average length, top width, bottom width, volume and volume per unit length of Iranian gullies in different provinces

Provinces
Ave. length
(m)

Ave. top width
(m)

Ave. bottom width
(m)

Ave. depth
(m)

Ave.
volume
(m3)

Ave. vol./unit length
(m3/m)

Yazd 650.0 15.3 5.5 8.4 98,707.8 151.9

Hormozghan 116.0 9.3 8.4 1.9 3281.4 28.3

Golestan 274.8 9.8 3.6 3.2 7995.3 29.1

Kerman 135.1 5.2 1.7 1.4 1059.9 7.8

Qom 140.3 10.5 1.0 2.4 1970.0 14.0

Fars 127.1 7.3 2.0 2.6 2510.5 19.8

Semnan 79.3 2.0 0.7 0.8 109.1 1.4

Khorasan 217.7 4.5 2.7 3.0 4426.3 20.3

Zanjan 564.3 5.3 1.5 1.7 3853.9 6.8

Charmahal and Baktiari 762.5 6.1 1.9 2.6 9970.5 13.1

Booshehr 52.1 5.2 2.0 1.8 772.8 14.8

Esfahan 244.1 11.2 1.2 2.4 6966.4 28.5

Kermanshah 678.2 7.2 1.4 2.3 6592.1 9.7

Kordestan 2183.3 8.0 4.0 3.7 48,469.3 22.2

Gilan 293.5 4.2 2.6 1.2 1147.6 3.9

Markazi 83.8 6.7 1.6 3.2 1101.3 13.1

Kohkiloyeh and
Buyerahmad

300.0 10.3 5.1 4.4 10,190.4 34.0

West Azarbayjan 214.0 6.4 1.4 2.1 1727.1 8.1

East Azarbayjan 265.2 4.6 2.2 2.6 2294.7 8.7

Hamedan 439.0 4.1 1.4 1.5 1809.5 4.1

Sistan and Baloochestan 1690.0 14.3 11.7 3.2 69,258.7 41.0

Qazvin 162.8 3.0 1.3 1.6 532.0 3.3

Ardebil 113.9 7.0 3.1 2.9 1664.5 14.6

Ilam 392.9 10.1 1.7 2.7 6219.9 15.8

Khuzestan 183.3 6.5 3.0 2.4 2085.4 11.4

Mazandaran 2900.0 6.9 3.5 7.2 108,576.0 37.4

Zanjan 707.0 4.3 4.3 2.4 7330.2 10.4

Average 517.4 7.2 3.0 2.8 15,208.2 21.2

Max. 2900.0 15.3 11.7 8.4 108,576.0 151.9

Min. 52.1 2.0 0.7 0.8 109.1 1.4

SD 681.2 3.2 2.4 1.6 29,718.8 28.2

Fig. 23.12 Comparison of the
causes of gully erosion in Iran

366 M. Soufi et al.



Acknowledgments This project is sponsored by the Institute of Soil
Conservation and Watershed Management in Iran. We acknowledge
their support and also the Research and Education Centers in Various
Provinces in Iran.

References

Abi M, Kessler A, Oosterveer P, Tolossa D (2018) Understanding the
spontaneous spreading of stone bunds in Ethiopia: Implications for
sustainable land management. Sustainability 10: 2666

Ahmadi H (1999) Applied geomorphology, Volume 1: Water erosion,
Tehran University, Tehran, Iran (In Persian)

Avni Y (2005) Gully incision as a key factor in desertification in an arid
environment, the Negev highlands, Israel. Catena 63:185–220

Balling R C; Wells S G (1990) Historical rainfall patterns and Arroyo
activity within the Zuni River Drainage Basin, New Mexico. Annals
of the Assoc. of Am. Geogr. 80 (4): 603–617

Bork H R; Li Y; Zhao Y; Zhang J; Shiquan Y (2001) Land use changes
and gully development in the upper Yangtze River Basin,
SW-China. Journal of Mountain Science 19(2): 97–103

Bradford J M; Piest R. F (1980) Erosion development of valley-bottom
gullies in the Upper Mid Western United States, In Coates D R and
Vitek J D (eds), Thresholds in geomorphology, Allen and Unwin,
Shubbery

Brice J B (1966) Erosion and deposition in the loess-mantled great
plains Medicine Creek drainage basin, Nebraska. U. S. Geological
Survey Professional Paper 352H: 235–339

Campos A B; Castro S S; Casseti V; Santos R R; Martins M S; Silva A A
(2000) Geological and topographic indicators of the gully erosion at
the upper Araguaia river basin, Brazil, International Symposium on
Gully Erosion under Global Change, 2000

Castillo C, Gomez J A (2016) A century of gully erosion research:
Urgency, complexity and study approaches, Earth Science Reviews
160; 300–319

Castro N; Auzet A V; Chevallier P; Leprun J C (2000) Influence of
extreme rainfall events (EI Nino) on a gully system typical of the
basaltic plateau of Southern Brazil, International Symposium on
Gully Erosion under Global Change, 2000

Chaplot V (2013) Impact of terrain attributes, parent material and soil
types on gully erosion, Geomorphology 186;1–11

Crouch R J; Blong R J (1989) Gully sidewall classification: Methods
and application, Zeitschrift Fur Geomorphologe, N.F. Supplement
Band 33(3):291–305

Deng Q, Qin F, Zhang B, Wang H, Luo M, Shu C, Liu H, Liu G (2015)
Characterizing the morphology of gully cross-sections based on
PCA: A case of Yuanmou Dry-Hot Valley, Geomorpholog 228;
703–713

Dietrich W E; Dunne T (1993) The Channel Head in Keith, B. and
Kirkby, M.J. (eds.), Channel Network Hydrology, John Wiley and
Sons. Chichester, England

Evans R (1993) Extent, frequency and rates of rilling of arable land in
localities in England and Wales. In Wicherek S (ed.). Farm land
erosion in temperate plains environment and hills, Elsevier,
Amsterdam

Fang N F; Zeng Y; Ni L S; Shi Z H (2019) Estimation of sediment
trapping behind check dams using high–density electrical resistivity
tomography. Journal of Hydrology 568:1007–1016

FAO (1982) Gully erosion control. Rome
Faulkner H (1995) Gully erosion associated with the expansion of

unterraced almond cultivation in the coastal sierra de lujar,
S. Spain. Land Degradation and Rehabilation 9:179–200

Graf W L (1983) The arroyo problem-paleohydrology and
paleohydraulics in the short term. In: G.K. Gregory, (ed.),

Background to paleohydrology, John Wiley and Sons, London,, pp
262–303

Gutierez A G, Schnabel S, Contador F L (2009) Gully erosion, land use
and topographical thresholds during the last 60 years in a small
rangeland catchment in SW Spain, Land Degradation and Develop-
ment 20(5);535–550

Harvey M A (1996) Holocene hillslope gully systems in the Howgill
fells, Cumbria. In: M.G. Anderson, Brooks, S. M. (eds), Advances in
hillslope processes 2:731–752

Heede B H; Mufich J G (1974) Field and computer procedures for gully
control by check dams. Journal of Environmental Management
2;1–49

Imeson A C; Kwaad F J P M (1980) Gully types and gully prediction.
KNAG Geografisch Tijdschrift XIV 5:430–441

Ireland H A; Sharpe C F S; Eargle D H (1939) Principles of gully
erosion in the Piedmont of South Carolina. USDA Technological
Bulletin 633

Kakembo V, Xanga W W, Rowntree K (2009) Topographic thresholds
in gully development on the hillslopes of communal areas in
Ngqushwa Local Municipality, Eastern Cape, South Africa, Geo-
morphology 110(3–4); 188–194

Kropacek J (2019) Erosion dynamics in the southern Tibetan Plateau at a
century time scale from historical photographs. Journal of Arid
Environments 161:47–54

Leopold L B; Miller J P (1965) Ephemeral streams-hydraulic factors and
their relation to the drainage net, Physiographic and Hydraulic
Studies of Rivers

Mararakanye N, Sumner P D (2017) Gully erosion: A comparison of
contributing factors in two catchments in South Africa, Geomorphol-
ogy 288;99–110

Monsiers E, Poesen J, Dessie M, Adgo E, Verhoest N E C, Deckers J
and Nyssen J (2015) Effects of drainage ditches and stone bunds on
topographical thresholds for gully head development in North
Ethiopia, Geomorphology 234; 193–203

Moore I D; Burch G J; Mackenzie D H (1988) Topographic effects on
the distribution of surface soil water and the location of ephemeral
gullies, Transaction of ASAE 1098–1107

Morgan R P C (1995) Soil Erosion and conservation, second edition,
Longman

Nachtergaele J (2001) A spatial and temporal analysis of the
characteristics, importance and prediction of ephemeral gully ero-
sion, Ph.D Thesis, Dept. of Geography, University of Leuven,
Belgium

Nyssen J (2001) Erosion processes and soil conservation in a tropical
mountain catchment under threat of anthropogenic desertification—
a case study from Northern Ethiopia. Unpubl. PhD thesis, Dept.
Geography–Geology, K.U. Leuven, Belgium

Okuh D; Osumgborogwu I E (2019) Adjustments to hazards of gully
erosion in rural southeast Nigeria: A case of Amucha communities,
Applied Ecology and Environmental Sciences 7(1):11–20

Oostwoud Wijdenes D J; Poesen J; Vandekerckhove L; Ghesquiere M
(2000) Gully-head activity and sediment contribution to a Mediter-
ranean channel, International Symposium on Gully Erosion under
Global Change, 103

Poesen J (1989) Conditions for gully formation in the Belgian Loam
Belt and some ways to control them. Soil Technology Series
1:39–52

Poesen J (1993) Gully typology and gully control measures in the
European loess belt. In: Wicherek, S.(ed), Farmland erosion in
temperate plains environment and hills. Elsevier, Amsterdam

Poesen J (2017) Soil erosion in the Anthropocene: research needs. Earth
Surface Processes and Landforms 43:64–84

Poesen J; Govers, G (1990) Gully erosion in the loam belt of Belgium:
Typology and control measures. In: J. Boardman, Foster, I.D.L. and
Dearing, J. A. (eds), Soil Erosion on Agriculture Land, John Wiley
and Sons, Chichester, England

23 Gully Erosion in I. R. Iran: Characteristics, Processes, Causes, and Land Use 367



Poesen J; Vandaele K; van Wesemael B (1996) Contribution of gully
erosion to sediment production in cultivated lands and rangelands,
IAHS publications 236:251–266

Poesen J; Vandaele K; Wesemael B (1998) Gully erosion: importance
and model implication. In:Boardman J; Favis-Mortlock D T(eds)
Modelling soil erosion by water Springer-Verlag, Berlin NATO-
ASI Series I-55: 258–311

Poesen J; Nachtorgale J; Verstrac G (2003) Gully erosion and environ-
mental change: importance and research needs, Catena 50:91–133

Prosser I P; Winchester S J (1996) History and processes of gully
initiation and development in Eastern Australia. Aeitschrift fur
Geomorphologie, N. f. Supplement Band, 105:91–109

Refahi H G (2000) Waer erosion and it’s control. Tehran university,
Tehran (In Persian)

Rey F, Bifulco C B, Bischetti G B, Bourrier F, Cesare G De, Florineth F,
Grat F, Marden M, Mickovski S B. Philips C, Peklo K, Poesen J,
Polster D, Preti F, Rauch H P, Raymond P, Sangalli P, Tardio G,
Stokes A (2019) Soil and water bioengineering: Practice and
research needs for reconciling natural hazard control and ecological
restoration. Science of the total Environment 648: 1210–1218

Rong LI; Duan X; Zhang G; Gu Z; Feng D (2019) Impacts of tillage
practices on ephemeral gully erosion in a dry-hot valley region in
southwestern China. Soil and tillage Research 187:72–84

Soil and Water Research Institute (2008) Manual for laboratory analysis
of soil and water samples, no. 467

Soufi M (1997) Processes and rates of gully development in Pine
Plantations, Southeastern new South Wales, Ph.D. Dissertation,
Univ. of N.S.W. Sydney

Soufi M (2004) A study of morphoclimatic characteristics of gullies in
fars province, final report of research plan, institute of soil conserva-
tion and watershed management, SBN 83.1153

Soufi M (2005) Impacts of vegetation cover and urban development on
the gully development in south of Fars province, Proceeding of third
national conference of erosion and sediment 350–355

Soufi M (2009) A study of influential factors on the initiation and
development of gullies in different climates of Fars province, Final
research report, Institute of soil conservation and watershed manage-
ment, SBN 49477

Soufi M, Bayat R (2015) Morphoclimatic classification of gullies in
different climates of I.R. Iran (phase 2). Organization of research
education and extension for agriculture. Ministry of Jihad –E-Agri-
culture. Iran, SBN no. 48474 (In Persian)

Soufi M, Bayat R (2016) Morphoclimatic classification of gullies in
different climates of I.R. Iran (phase 3). Organization of research
education and extension for agriculture. Ministry of Jihad –E-Agri-
culture. Iran, SBN no. 50689 (In Persian)

SoufiM, Bayat R, Charkhabi A H (2017) Morphoclimatic classification
of gullies in different climates of I. R. Iran (phase 1). Organization of
research education and extension for agriculture. Ministry of Jihad –
E-Agriculture. Iran, SBN no. 51544(In Persian)

Starr B M (1989) Anecdotal and relic evidence of the history of gully
erosion and sediment movement in Michelago Creek Catchment
Areas NSW

Sun W; Shao Q; Liu J; Zhai J (2014) Assessing the effects of land use
and topography on soil erosion on the Loess Plateau in China,
Catena 121;151–163

Svoray T (2009) Catchments scale analysis of the effect of topography,
tillage direction and unpaved roads on ephemeral gully incision,
Earth Surface Processes and Land forms 34(14):1970–1984

Valentin C; Poesen J; Li Y (2005) Gully erosion: Impacts, factors and
control, Catena 63:132–153

Vanmaercke M, Poesen J, Van Mele B, Demuzere M, Bruynseels A,
Golosov V, Rodrigues Bezerra J F, Bolysov S, Dvinskih A,
Frankl A, Fuseina Y, TeixeiraGuerra A J, Haregeweyn N, Ionita I,
Imwangana F M, Moeyersons J, Moshe I, Nazari Samani A,
Yermolaev O (2016) How fast do gully headcuts retreat? Earth
Science Reviews 154;336–355

Webb R H; Hereford R (2001) Floods and geomorphic changes in the
southwestern United States and historical perspective, Proc. Seventh
federal interagency sedimentation conference, Nevada, USA

Yu Y; Wei W; Cheng L; Feng T; Daryanto S (2019) Quantifying the
effects of precipitation, vegetation, and land preparation techniques
on runoff and soil erosion in a Loess watershed of China. Science of
the total environment 652: 755–764

Zhang B; Zhang G; Yang H; Wang H (2019) Soil resistance to flowing
water erosion of seven typical plant communities on steep gully
slopes on the Loess Plateau of China, Catena 173:375–383

Majid Soufi is an Associate Professor at the Department of Watershed
Management and Soil Conservation, Fars Research and Education Cen-
ter for Agriculture and Natural Resources, Shiraz, Iran. He got his Ph.D.
in 1997 from the University of New South Wales in Sydney, Australia.
He did his master’s in watershed management in 1990 and B.S. in range
and watershed management engineering in 1985 from Tehran Univer-
sity. He has professional experience of more than 30 years in the field of
natural resources management and soil conservation, especially in gully
erosion research and mitigation. He has presented 250 research papers in
the national and international conferences and has published 55 research
papers in scientific national and international journals. He was consul-
tant of many Iranian projects in watershed and drought management
which cooperated with UNDP, UNESCO, and FAO.

Reza Bayat is an Assistant Professor in the Department of Water and
Soil Conservation Engineering at Soil Conservation and Watershed
Management Research Institute, where has been a faculty member
since 2001. He is Ph.D. candidate at Lorestan University and completed
his M.Sc. studies at Tehran University and undergraduate studies at
Gilan University. His research interests lie in the area of soil manage-
ment, especially in soil erosion and conservation, and GIS application in
this area. In recent years, he has focused on gully erosion and rainfall
simulation, especially works with some mulches. He has collaborated
actively with researchers in several other disciplines of environmental
science, particularly watershed management and pollution.

Amir Hossein Charkhabi is an Associate Professor. He has received
Ph.D. and M.Sc. from Iowa State University, USA, in 1995 and 1990,
respectively. His research interest is in soil erosion and environmental
science. At present, he is working as free environmental consulting
expert.

368 M. Soufi et al.


	Chapter 23: Gully Erosion in I. R. Iran: Characteristics, Processes, Causes, and Land Use
	23.1 Introduction
	23.2 Materials and Methods
	23.2.1 Study Area
	23.2.2 Methodology

	23.3 Results and Discussion
	23.3.1 Area of Gully Erosion
	23.3.2 General Characteristics of the Gullies
	23.3.3 Climate of Regions with Gully Erosion
	23.3.4 Precipitation
	23.3.5 Land Use
	23.3.6 Altitude Above the Sea Level
	23.3.7 Soil Properties
	23.3.8 Morphometric Characteristics of the Gullies
	23.3.9 Causes of Gully Erosion

	23.4 Conclusion
	References


