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Fig. 1 Schematic diagrams of mechanical explanation on soil erosion with (a) microscopic and (b) macroscopic views
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Fig. 2 Schematic view of (a) experimental setup and (b) recorded observation of axisymmetric erosion in hole erosion tests
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Fig. 3 Radial erosion propagation and erosion rate fitted by equation [21] and equation [33], respectively
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Fig. 4 Erosion measurement of (a) eroded depth and (b) cumulative eroded soil loss predicted by equation [21] and equation [36], respectively
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Fig. 5 Mechanical responses of soil erosion with (a) hydraulic shear stress and (b) pressure drop, fitted by equation [34] and equation [35], respectively
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Fig. 6 Determination of erosion coefficient under different hydraulic conditions by (a)  curves and (b)  curve
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Fig. 7 Typical curves of erosion characteristics from (a) Wall and Fell (2004) and (b) current study
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Fig. 8 Comparison between traditional measurement method and currently adopted computation approach to illuminate erosion characteristics
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Fig. 9 Erosion behavior in hole erosion tests with three phases
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Fig. 10 Applying dynamic models in the studies of Indraratna et al. (2008) and Xie et al. (2018)
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Fig. 11 Estimation of soil loss in the studies of Ouyang and Takahashi (2016), Fattahi et al. (2017), Jiang and Soga (2019), and Zhang et al. (2020) using equation [36]
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