HaL g =SB G|

2021 4£ 3

JOURNAL OF DESERT RESEARCH

3 N
B Vol4l No.2

Mar. 2021

Wi, B, B55, 45 B 2 AT YD Y e A KX B RV R A [T ] v 5, 2021, 41(2) 1 19-26.

5 = Fn #0708 P g BB XU X+
Ry Ak AR E-A D

ﬁ;% ﬂ’ E \—\;;F_-"%

7, kR OE, TR

(PGl Re: Bl SiklizA e, BE V5% 710119)

W' NEBED BN EZS 1, B AT SR e sah 2l #E i A EE . IR XGOS AR e
A IR A, LA, 22 A D 0 R 8 SR U Fe o 81, )R 22 28X el KU XL ) 5085 A Google Earth 582 {5 0 VD
I EZH M XD BRIV F I 2 . S5 5RRI « (1) 2 22 A R0 355 78 g o8 2 XU S P B R, XL A P
R KRR AL A, 3 207 ) 2 Y0 U AR X o AF 5 0% 172.90 VU, RDP/DP 2 0.39, J& TR X BE PR B , 8 XU
(2) 5 22 A AP BEER YD R SR Z F o 1.31: 1, BERIEDE , 0 P 3495E 1 0 110.66°, 5 > A 7 U RECHAT , 12
T A AV I 18] AT AT X v e 1) A A B R o (3) 5 22 A ANVD PG Y SR ok B TEIRXAE 2 M
FAET L E RIS B 2= 0 AR AE KRR A P23 9 04 1 X 3 2 A [ 7 1) L8 BEAH 24 ) R R, ekl 1 0 Fe g
TR, Vb A e 32 L, AT A A R AR R

KER: BRI E; A KB HvbH S22 A fvh
XEHS: 1000-694X(2021)02-019-08
FE4ZES. P9313

0 315

FRYD e, W R Ry i ERRR YD Bl
“JETEUD FN U BT 2 R S B R A
XFRR A A GE K BOH 5, 38 5 15 AT S0 1 2y T s B
BTR3NS e < S o FRE
HBR b, SRV B2 VY 0.9%, 38 I AE YD
Feg i b XGRZ B, — i S AL AN I A4~ 531 43

DOI: 10.7522/j.issn.1000-694X.2020.00120
XHERFRERD: A

A, W0 [ S8 TROR GH ZR AL R R DA X R B Y
ARUD B, 000 3 XA AT AR 1, (B ATS DR B 55 A
M SR ARESRD B EFEAHRED
Fr, NSO 245 SRV e, KRV B R R,
BB WENELE , &K 40—60 m, 76 [H £ 53 A
T A MU B VY R M S 3 Vb L
(1) AEBTHEAR 2 53 B RN A RAF VD BE Bl 7R S A
P PG S R P 955 4 7 I ¥R A% Ml Al o A A — S T AR

B SR EJLAIE S GE155K A Google Earth)

Several forms of dome dune (The images are from Google Earth)

Fig.1

Wi EHHA:2020 - 10 - 09; 2B HHEF:2020 - 11 - 11
B : HE HARMFIELATH (41871011)

PEEE N AL (1997—) , Lo, MR M PN B 50 A BEE 07 D XD i . E-mail: yaying1005@163.com

BI51EE : 5% (E-mail: lvping@Ilzb.ac.cn)



20 b ]

[

EROR

KO AR W 2 AV e X 2 el E
B FESE 28 b e A, — T
30 m" RV P L B A A%, AT IR AT B 1]
IHNFE /2 B PD PR AT, o Al A I XU X e] KU
KGR, 5P T I7 0 2Z 8 B4R 3
A KOS MAKNBA NHEE, Z K5
U UCRUPRE BE b IR R Bl 35 22 R R s o =
TENU ] B — ) Z6AF R, B ARV o B 5 8 e JEE 1Y
SR 2 T A VDR RS S AR 20 ) 1) ek v e AR
JUB it

TSR B S S KDL Z ] B G2 3 T
AERD RS e d BAAEEEL . A
SCLLE, 22 A A0 TR PG R i S RV o RS X 42, i
IR 5 X 30 2 4 IR XU B0}, 2R 580 B XL
FHAE, JFE— DR 5 Y RIE SRR, I E R
U e A A Al AT 5 F A HR

105°20'E

40°30'N

40°00'N 1

39°30N

1 HRXER

L 22 A AP A T N 5l BTz 38 8 e AR L
FAEB I ACRE, 1 PG 2 22 AR b, AR
WL ALER IR 2%, TH AL 9 082 km™ ™, HBFAPH R i
ZRACAR , 1T SR . R SR A Bk DL SR A R
TR R 32, 40 VR (Nitraria tangutorum)
M8 (Artemisia ordosica) %5 ; N T H#% LI # (Pop-
ulus) MW (Haloxylon ammodendron) £,

W FE XA T 5 22 A R 7Y g 38 (14 2) |, i 2
AR bR A 39924 —39°28' N, 105°46" —106°01'E, Tl
120028 km*, 2 UG ZEIRFORGITER B
T AN 9.9 °C5 1 H FHRIR A -8.7 °C;
AEREK N 107.8 mm, I EMTEE F= AE 2 LN
2956.8 mm; 4F | H 22, Ja T 3 A il Rl
TEAE

106°40E 107°20'E

El2  F5E XA B (LR #55K A Google Earth)
Fig.2 The location of the study area (The satellite image is from Google Earth)

2 MIRFE
2.1 XUR

WG VD Fe 8 B 8l 1 2605 S S Y iR VD P

AW EERE", ARSCEBBETE X TS = RS
S0k 1998 4F 1 H 2 2008 4F 12 H A% AU XL 1) B 9%
SKAET AN A]BE R 3 h, XU B R 10 min, B Sk IR
T3 [ [ 58 S B o0 I A AR B2 4 U8 S
4 1) 25 4 b T 8B (Integrated Surface Data, ISD) ,



o5 2 1 %

AR 2 A AYD Y p BB X B ARV B FC A 3 ) 21

Al 3 Ui ) PR AE S R 48 Il 55 (gis. NCEIL noaa.
gov) NCEIUfEEIEFE L 7 4t (cdo.NCEl.noaa.gov)
857 ARBCE I o Vb 5 W KGR 8 1 e — T
) 7 — 2 I 18] P iz VD R RE T, S Al et X XU TD T
Bl B DL K A D S AR G SR T, SR A
Fryberger 55" (W 1550715, 43 A 0F 5% X XU AR PR 5% Al
LMY /N W B
DP o< V*(V = V)t

Kb DP Wb #, SO — 7 (D RTE — & I
[ Nz b R ), R A VURR VS 7,
5350 10 m iy B 4 S V0 XU A 3l R , B A3
T 5 W FRoR BV V) BRI, A R e v
(RDP) 2h 16 A J5 o iy v0 5 O 1 5 B, i v0 T 1)
(RDD) N4 U VD S50 7 1), 5 e X 3 ) S A 10
J7 1] 5 A B VD 355 B 1D #0 LAEL (RDP/DP) 1 R
] A8 2R RN DXl R ) 1) B AR Ak . 528 A OGO
TR YD KA S mes™H7

22 BRIVEES

RN BN EEMRANE., T
b N e T e e L A G SRR S )
ok R AR e TR A RRIE™ . 38 i Google Earth
PR AR R B Fe K (L) A i (S) K LU
Kb FEEmMESEE 3) . PR IEEE ] 5,
43 I7E 0.23 mx0.23 m.0.92 mx0.92 m ., 1.84 mx1.84
m 55 5 43 R AT I A, B3 O A AR T
HIE RV EIESSE

15 y 25
12- \/\/*\/\/' L 20
X
’—,; 9 15 %
: —— SRR =
5 — R =
5 2
6 10
= B
3 I I I I I I I I I I I -5
0- -0

1998 2000 2002 2004 2006 2008

4

K3 R RS SEoR K
Fig.3 Morphological diagram of dome dune

3 HREHMH

3.1 RUR4HE

3.1 RERZER

S 257 JXUE 2 A X 3 XD T i A R A, ]
FHAT - 257 JRUTH AT ST 35 R 45 3R 7R AN (] B i) R
R RE AR AR S 1998—2008 AEHFFT X 45-4F . A -1
IRV RITRAFAE 22 57 (] 4) o BFFE XA R
W 2.80—3.17 mes™, I 4 2.99 mes, AR Eh
BN, Hid 1998 AF S R B K, R 3.17 mes™;
2002 4 R fe /N, A 2.80 mes™ o ST X AR
Th KU 18.08%—22.57% , “F- 24118 9 20.30% , 4%
REa e, B e B 2006 4F- (22.57% ), Fe A HS B
£ 2002 4-(18.09%)

15 B 40
—=— PR
m— 3 X
12 - 32
~ S
% 9 - 24 ﬁ
g =
% 2
= 6 - 16
= B
34 l I I I I I l -8
0- -0

1 2 3 4 5 67
R

8§ 9 10 11 12

4 1998—2008 424 i 5 e Vb WA A AEBRAE Ak (A) FiLH 284k (B)

Fig.4 Interannual (A) and monthly (B) variation of average wind velocity and

frequency of sand-blowing wind from 1998 to 2008

HOE NG 2.52—3.72 mes™, S (B L IAE 4 F
(3.72m-s") , F/MEHBAELH (252 m:s"); HEZE

PR R K (3.49 mes™) , AR Z(3.03 mes™) 5
B2 R fe /N (2.68 mes™) |, & 2= MW v TRk 2=



22 S5

7//'\ 7;% 41 %

(272 m-s™) . 4 B RS, 0 31.17%;1 H
EI> KRR AR, Ty 12.46%., BEETM S, HEEL
Th RS R f 155 (28.00% ) , 221K 2. (21.06% ) , 7k 2=
(15.72%) F1 4 2= (15.90%) # M #2302 KU
VD KUIR AR B — B0, YR 1—4 H 23
B 5—10 H 2N E 11—12 H AT E .
EHRE, RRARGEME B, SRS oA &R
I SRR M £,
312 FEiPR

VP WP TV B8 SR iz shad #22, il
SUDORE R T NN N e R SR T o A v S T
W5 DX AR VD KURU 3 R 52 2% (181 5) , R 2 B i A
F R 2 KB o AR VD R T XL CWNW
NW  NNW) i K 5z K, K 29.55%, H vk 2 7 B AL
(WSW . SW . SSW) , #l %8 ky 25.58%, FF A& AR AL XL
(NNE NE.ENE) , #1i % 4 25.32%. 1% 3 41 XUJA] /5 4>
AR YD XU 80.44% , FLAy 45 KUy S 7 A4 VD KUY
19.56%, H- WNW . SW NW ENE NE £~ XU [i7] f{] JX{
AR A R 4T (14.67% ., 12.78% . 10.44% . 10.36% .
10.28%) .

JRGE /(m-s)
/57
B 7—9
o1
[ =30

F5 aFRDRIEEE(1998—2008 4F)

Fig.5 Sand driving wind rose in whole year of study
area (1998-2008)

3.1.3 Z=FEDR

AL VD AU R B A T AR AR R (B 6) L 2
BERINAE 3 KU T] A B 254 5 7 Vb R R B A 7 T
B ZRVD R ARV RIIUR 1 34.74%, FEAL RS
F AL, KR N 39.35%, Horh WNW 7 [4] fif
7 L B 25 (18.53%) , NW J5 1] (14.38%) IR 2 5 B
R Vb R AR R VD KR 19 26.13% , AR B &
SEHBA , R AR % R 30.80% , FiH ENE 75 ) JUF 5
i 45 155 (17.42%) , NE J5' 1] (8.91%) IR Z 5 Bk AL V>
I 4 A VD USR5 19.30%, P4 g XL 5 5 1

7, B AR 29.23% , Horbr SW 5[] BT i L 3] i
17 (16.12%) , WSW J511] (8.98% ) K Z 5 & Z= 2 V0 XL
i A AR VD XU 2 Y 19.36%, P X5 3 S Hb A7
KA 44.97% , o SW Iy ) Ir o B A1) 5 =
(22.17%) , WSW J5 [1] (14.25%) Ik 2 o & V0 KA FK
AT 2 5 A e AR R -

3.2 b

321 FiqbH

WEIE X AEH VD3N 172.90 VU, A 1k v 3
66.66 VU ([ 7) , #R J& Fryberger 25" 1Y) XL 5E #1555 K1l
GyFRUE  BIFGE XA AAR AL TR KRB A o TR 7 1) AL
(R D 2 S R W S, DL WNW ] ) i b 3 e
K(38.19 VU) , H N NW 715 (26.35 VU) , IR A
ENE J5 [ (14.72 VU) , H ENE NE.SW . W Z 4~}
] B XU 2 R 957 (14.72 VU . 14.28 VU L 13.68 VU .
1322 VU) . KU 28 % (RDP/DP) 5 0.39, J& T 728
B, KU IR oy Ay B R0 e 50 WL . B L VD T
]k SE J5 1] (128.36°) , & BH YL i A P AL 1] 7R e
J7 4 F
322 FhHEHHE

5T X Vb S I 2= AR LR R (1 8) o 7
Zhm b ol K, N 78.82 VU, EE K 2, 4 39.48
VU; B4 Z i b 58 8230, 43 518 26.97 VU
F27.22 VU, & W5 70 300 % 38 F 2= R
(42.55VU) , & 2Kz (15.05 VU) , B Z(8.67 VU)
ARk (9.70 VU) WIAHZETC )L . B2 XU Jm) A8 R A 5
(RDP/DP=0.22) , X5 2 H X5F W oA &2 4= RO 5 6 2%
Bk 25 1 4 22 ) Sk op 45 KL 8] A8 2R (RDP/DP=0.54
RDP/DP=0.36 .RDP/DP=0.55) , XI5, 25 BU X o7 hy 5t
XL Bl At WL XU o 25 6 i Vb 4507 1] 8 95.95°
—202.02°, B Z= 4 K (202.02°) , Ky SSW Jy Ji] , & 2=
H/N(95.95°) , S E J5 ) 5 F4% (129.23°) B v TRk =
(118.10°), 435 & SE .ESE J7'[1] o i VG AU & A= 4 vk
A, W ITom £, Ji i B 5 DX VA 50 45 1 1) B RS
SHESAYYS

3.3 BRI ERTIFE

33.1 ERDVEKIMHSEM

W X SRV KAl B 308.17—1 564.36 m,
B S 855.12 m; 45 il K 207.99—916.20 m,
FIAME R 634.60 m. FARVD AR R E G 145
B (E9) v e KBl B 600—1 200 m 14~ e



5 2 1 B A B2 AE AIYD PG g B B ARV B A R 23

N

S
e

N /(m-s™)
/57
N 7—9
o011
| =30

DP=172.90 VU
RDP=66.66 VU
RDD=128.36°
RDP/DP=0.39

K7 AEER VD H(1998—2008 4F)
Fig.7 Annual drift potential (1998-2008)

2, 394, 5 S A1 79.59% , H P EE 600—
800 m MY V> B AT 174>, Jir o L8] hy 34.69% ;5 K JiE
800—1 000 m 1 1 000—1 200 m F B i —3%, ¥k
1A, TR 22.45% KA BE4E T IR0 A1, B
SRR, W D VD R B 400—600 m
FHE B 1200—1 400 m B4 AT, 43500 54~

A7
Mag/(ms') =1 HEEO—11 79 [5—7
Ko 4Tk ib ME B (1998—2008 4F)
Fig.6 Sand driving wind rose in each season (1998-2008)

34, BB 10.20%. 6.12%; 1K JE 200—400 m Al
1 400—1 600 m Ay V> 3 AHSE , ¥ 14, b 1
2.04%,

B o AT B B T Sy AR v R B 400—
1 000 m 17> e Eoi 2, 244 4>, 5 D & S AL
) 89.80% , H: 45 il 4 B 600—800 m Ay V> Fr A7
23 4™, 1 46.94%; £ & 400—600 m [ V0 3L 124>,
i 24.49%; K JBF 800—1 000 m By %L 94>, 5
18.37%. & fli 1 & 200—400 m (97> A4 54, 4
10.20%.

FRY KA Z LEMALIEERNELES
. MRXERY ERKE#Z LR 1.10—1.95,°F
Yl R 131, KAz e 1.10—1.50 i b %R
Z a1 4, 1 83.67%, Hi 1.10—1.20 Vb B A7
134, 5 26.53%; 1.20—1.30 i ¥ 3k 12 4, 5



24 rh B 5% 41 %
W S e

E=- 2= *Z 2%
DP=78.82 VU DP=39.48 VU DP=26.97 VU DP=27.22 VU
RDP=42.55 VU RDP=8.67 VU RDP=9.70 VU RDP=15.05 VU
RDD=129.23° RDD=202.02° RDD=118.10° RDD=95.95°
RDP/DP=0.54 RDP/DP=0.22 RDP/DP=0.36 RDP/DP=0.55
Rog/ms") =11 EEo—!1 Em7—9 57
K8 F kb #(1998—2008 4F)
Fig.8 Drift potential in each season (1998-2008)
30 1600 S
ES
i _
5% I i 1400
o (o]
1200+
20-
< £ 1000- °
®] 15 S
B £ 500
g 800
104
600+
37 400 L=1315425.92
D R*=0.68
0- . ; - 200 : . :
200 400 600 800 1000 1200 1400 1600 200 400 600 800 1000
KJE/m FE 0 (S)/m

K9 SRU A (L) 55 % (5) BT
Fig.9 The quantity statistics of dome dune in different
long axes (L) and short axes (§)

24.49%; 1.30—1.40 F1 1.40—1.50 ) 75 F= 45043 1)
FOA T A 18.37% . 14.29%., KA h= [t
1.50—1.95 (1> Fe 3t 84>, i 16.33%. X i A 58
X BRI KL BEMEIE . 45 1SRV K 8%
ZHBHOSE(E 10), et g . 5
PRVP A (L) 5 568 5l (S) 3 B0 #5026 M 6
£ (R=0.68) , ST AWML R —8. @i lHH
. E5RY KRB (L) 555 (S S5 A
L=1.318+25.92, WIS ARz oA 1.31:1,
332 ERVEEM

F 53 KU RV e B A B R, S
X &R 7 Gk ) 42.31°—191.10° , S ¥ {H K
110.66° . ¥b Fr3E [n] 78 P4 b - %< B 1] (WNW-ESE |
NW-SE .NNW-SSE) i % , : 374~ , 1§ 65.31%, H&
WK PE R -4 b 1] (WSW-ENE ,SW-NE) , 1 94~
i 18.36%. X M 41 ¢ W o 4 Y ok ey
83.67% , Ho A & 3E M 3L 5 16.33% . 45 A W KUK
R, WF Y X A AT e vb AU 32 R Ry P R, T

E10 ARV A (L) 5R5h (S KA
Fig.10 The relationship between the long axes (L) and

short axes (S) of dome dune

AU A P e A DR R 2 8508 R D e el AT
SR FBA U FAEAT TR . SRV e E
]k 110.66°, 54 B b 75 ) (128.36°) 22 A K,
Al RN SRV B ) 3 R A2 B AT KU Y

A

NNW NNE

\ ENE

14% 28% A%

WSwW

SSw SSE

S
ERUD bt 1] B ]

Strike direction of dome dune

& 11
Fig.11



5 2 1 B A B2 AE AIYD PG g B B ARV B A R 25

4 Tig

WFFE XA T 5 22 A5 RV 5 PG R 3, A4 P2 K
PR 2.99 mes™ BEARAD TR RUBEIAEE , AR R KU
F2 XU A P b R, YR R v R R ZR R,
BEATVEILIA, B 2 1 KU A AR A, B A< 2R 0]
DAPGRE KR o O o KUk AR IO A i, KU R 5l
SR T U5 DX VDAL R AR B T A A 1) R S A

RV K Z e 13101, B EIE , K
b 22 [) B0 A ) 2R M 56 AR (R=0.68) , T P-4
AT 110.66°, 5 £ T WU KECEAT , #E T4 il
07 1 (128.36°) , b W 7E VD B Uiy 3 ) 27 i A2
R R ERESNESHE ., £
RS B 2 () 2R b RURITRK A% 1 22 1) V8 1 XL 3 4 Tl S
[] 5 B A > ) KU [RIVE D, AR SRV I ARG
BT 08 B, FAE AR VD B Kl S A g v
I3 AT .

BLAE YD B8 BRI AR i F b & $5 4 T BAE
Mo WXEEHREKE  MXBEAR AR T EE SR
W BER X 24 g T AURE 21 455 (DP=172.90
VU), & B2 B A UZER TS HEIE /N 100 VU,
I KA F T LT 50 VU, X 5 36 FH 881
AN AV b X B ARV B2 R R KU E — 3k
IR 20 RS e ok T, 22 AUl S IR TP B Bl i)
B, AR RI , SRV B 098 i nT fig Az 2]
B g RS XL g AU e T 5 XA AR KL ] 3
SR ZE T AR AR AIE 1B 22 U] AU 44 2
BRI A), 58 b v B AL S R T
T2 1 X R IE — B, ¥ R B A U (1 £
JRUIL , 33 ot JRUSE AT 108 SR VD e, ST RE IS A 4K
BH IE VD eV o e — KU R A B o DKL) A8 R0k
B AR (RS WA R T 53R e e
. Gao %5\ K RDP/DPAE /N T 0.58 B, 2k vb
Fe S TEAIE B A5 R IE A 24 RDP/
DPER T 0.58, b el B iU ¥5 101, 10087 H RV e
KA TS X4 A 8 A R[] AR SR A 5 (RDP/
DP=0.39) , P4 Z= iy A i) 22 2R 35 /N 0.58, 5 22 R[]
ARSI R T 0.22, A 5 22 A FVD 3PS
ARV IR AR B E Ml TSR
HoA 2R RV Bt ad 72

5 Zig

5 22 A D 355 VY g A AR R 2 XU O 2.80—

317 mes™, BMAECHRRE B E N EERNE, B
DWEN o B Ea= B e Y KN i i S O R L S i
HAARAENR . FEEATIILN, B R BT AR IR,
FRA T 2 0 LAV R Rk 3 o AR v #h 172.90
VU, RDP/DP 3 0.39, J& TR X GE 45, 48 58K
B o TP IR G B VD A T RRE Y R I
el 3 T AT

Ly 2= A VDB FE A S R R 2 EDE Y
3456 1] 110.66°, 588 AT KU KECPAT #5808 T4
B VD T ), 26 B BA T ROV Fr A ) ) i 3 R
F 2R vE AL X5 B 2= 0 2R A0 KURTEK A G 2= 19 75 F
A3 2N [R) T 1) L3 B AH S g R R VE ], AR S
ARVD U ARG W v T m 8l IR AR v e K ok
a] 5 & B VD 7 10 3 PP AT o 38 5 X KRR 1Y
ARG W] 5 2= A RV P e T3 ) Z2 A8 1 AL
] 2 5 R BB Y H A5 0, 7 X R U 25 A
T, U A S IE B T 150 R BRI R
SE L BRIS A BH 1RV iR R — KU kAR, A
WA 75 R0 e HoAt > B e A 72

SE Lk

[1] Bagnold R A.The Physics of Blown Sand and Desert Dunes
[M].New York, USA : William Morrow and Company, 1941.

[2]  King W J H.Study of a dune belt[ ] ].The Geographical Journal,
1918,51(1):16-33.

(3] HHAEL RS, A3, 55 SR AR A b AR AL B I YT e AUk
TR AR S 25 )22 5 [T ], iP R VbR, 2020,40(2) :68-78.

[4]  Parteli E J R.Dome Dune[ M ].New York, USA : Springer,2014.

[5]  Fryberger S, Goudie A S.Arid geomorphology [J]. Progress in
Physical Geography, 1981,5(3):420-428.

[6] PyeK,Tsoar H.Aeolian Sand and Sand Dunes[ M ].Berlin, Ger-
many : Springer,2009.

(7] ZEgkE #AE . KRR SBR[ ] E v, 2016,
36(4):951-961.

[8] Mckee E D.Sedimentary structures in dunes M ]/A Study of
Global Sand Seas. Washington, USA: US Government Printing
Office, 1979:83-113.

(9] Hastings K.The Dynamics of Barchans and Dome Dunes Na-
mib Desert, Namibia[ D |. Wollongong, Australia: University of
Wollongong, 1994.

[10] Parteli E J R, Duran O, Tsoar H, et al. Dune formation under bi-
modal winds[J].Proceedings of the National Academy of Sci-
ences of the United States of America,2009,106(52) :85-89.

[11] Dehon R A.Transitional dune forms on Mars [ C ]//Lunar and
Planetary Science Conference.2006:1361.

[12]  F . PEPBESPEAAIM] A RE SRR R B A,



26 rh W 5415

2005. [19]  RIE. KPSz M AEat Bl it 1987:38-39.
[13] BLORE R EE R, E D2 M BRI R R AR Ak [20] Qian G, Yang Z, Luo W, et al. Morphological and sedimentary
[J]. WP E VN, 2007,27(6) :927-931. characteristics of dome dunes in the northeastern Qaidam Ba-
[14] BB FEN S H 5L, & 5 2 A0 FYP SR AL 00 2 K sin, China[ J].Geomorphology,2020,350:106923.
MR BRRAE[T]. 0l TRE20, 2016,32(24) : 147-154. [21] RIE. KM SRV TRE M AL st Bl i, 2003
[15] T35, B B U e 5L EVD B 37 XX R e (7], 140-143.
E 7L, 2019,39(3) :98-106. [22] Mckee E D.Structures of dunes at White Sands National Monu-
[16] 2k, B, XA RE , 55 . S5 I8 A 2 1 HS 080 3t DX XU AR 11T 5 ment, New Mexico (and a comparison with structures of dunes
FHBOE AR [T ] PRV ,2020,40(5) :42-48. from other selected areas)[ J].Sedimentology, 1966(7) :3-69.
[17] B & E 5S4 5 22 A5 AR AL Gt v UL (23] Z=9Ri, BT BE 38 s R E T Vb R v KB [T ], v B b
DL RAUPRFAEL) ] A T3], 2019,35(4) : 145-152. 1999,19(1):3-5.
[18] Fryberger S G, Dean G.Dune forms and winds regime [ M |/A [24] Gao X, Gadal C, Rozier O, et al. Morphodynamics of barchan
Study of Global Sand Seas.Washington, USA: US Government and dome dunes under variable wind regimes [J]. Geology,
Printing Office, 1979:137-169. 2018,46(9):743-746.

Characteristics of wind regime in the southwest edge of the Ulan Buh
Desert and their influence on the formation of dome dune

Yang Ying, Lii Ping, Ma Fang, Liang Zhun, Xu Mingjing
(School of Geography and Tourism, Shaanxi Normal University, Xi’ an 710119, China)

Abstract: Wind is the main dynamic factor in shaping dune morphology. The kinetics in the formation of dome
dune is unclear. In this paper, taking the dome dune in the southwest edge of the Ulan Buh Desert as an exam-
ple, we used wind regime of the Jartai weather station and Google Earth satellite images to measure morphologi-
cal parameters of dome dunes to further analyze the influence of wind regime on the formation of dome dune.
The results showed that: (1) The wind speed in the southwest edge of the Ulan Buh Desert is relatively stable
and the wind direction is uniform and variable, while the prevailing wind direction is northwest wind and second-
ary prevailing wind direction is southwest wind and northeast. The sand drift potential is 172.90 VU and RDP/DP
is 0.39, which is belonging to low wind energy environment and high wind direction variability. (2) The ration
of the wind long and short axes of dome dunes in the study area is 1.31: 1, which is elliptic, and the average
trend of dome dunes is 110.66°, almost paralleling to the prevailing wind direction and closing to the resultant
drift direction. The prevailing wind direction has a significant influence on the trend of dome dune. (3) The dome
dune in the southwest edge of the Ulan Buh Desert develops under the condition of low wind energy and more
windy directions. The northwest wind in spring, northeast wind in summer and southwest wind in summer and
winter act together with three groups of winds with different directions and same strength, which inhibits the for-
mation of sliding surface and frustrates the evolution of the dune, so that the morphology of the dune remains sta-
ble for a long time.
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