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Abstract: Empirical models — USLE, SCS — CN and empirical equations are used to quantity the nitrogen (N) and phosphorus (P)
loadings in a Geographic Information Systems (GIS) environment. Various GIS layers, including land - use, soil types and DEMs
layer are created for the entire watershed by ARC/INFO, which are used to extract the parameters for USLE and SCS — CN models.

The GIS layers are mostly organized in ARC/INFO GRID (the grid cell size is 100 m x 100 m). The curve numbers (CNs) method
is used to estimate surface runoff and the CNs is adjusted depending on the antecedent moisture condition (AMC) before each storm.

USLE is employed to predict the soil loss in Jiulong river watershed. Then, combined with the results obtained from the CNs methods
and USLE model, the empirical equations for calculating the nitrogen and phosphorus loadings are provided to calculate N and P
loadings in forms of dissolved N and P, particulate N and P based on ARC/INFO GRID. As aresult, the spatial distribution of N and
P loadings in terms of sub — watersheds, land — use type and counties in Jiulong river watershed are obtained and analyzed, which
makes it easy to identify the critical source areas so as to efficiently control the agricultural non — point source pollution in Jiulong river
watershed. The results show that excess fertilizer use and livestock farm contribute significant N and P loadings from many counties.

The contribution of livestock farm to N and P loadings from some counties such as Xinluo district and Zhangzhou could occupy up to
40% ~47% and 51% ~62%, respectively.
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Table 1 General situation of non — point source pollution in Jiulong river watershed
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Figure 1 Dividing Jiulong river watershed into sub — watersheds
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Table 2 CN values of different land — uses in Jiulong river watershed
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Table 3 value ranges of dissolved pollutants in Jiulong river watershed
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Figure 2 Spatial distribution of N and P loadings in

Jiulong river watershed
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Table 4 Spatial distribution of N and P loadings in fourteen sub —

watersheds of Jiulong river(kg * hm=? - a™')
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Table 5 N and P loadings of different land — uses in Jiulong river watershed (kg * hm =2+ a~")
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Table 6 Contributions of N from agricultural non — point source pollution to total nitrogen in every county of Jiulong river watershed
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Table 7 Contributions of P from agricultural non — point source pollution to total phosphorus in every county of Jiulong river watershed
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