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Primary Investigation on the Theory and Method of the Suitability Assessment

on the Soil and Water Conservation Measures
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(1. State Key Laboratory of Soil Erosion and Dryland Farming on the Loess Plateau, Institute
of Soil and Water Conservation, Chinese Academy of Sciences and Ministry of Water Resources,
Yangling , Shaanzi 712100, China; 2. College of Plant Science, Jilin University, Changchun 130062, China)

Abstract: The practical demands, theory development and shortages in the field of the suitability of soil and
water conservation measures were analyzed based on the summary of pertinent literatures. According to the
theory and practice of the science of soil and water conservation, soil science, ecology, land use and econom-
ics, the intension, assessment system, method and process were put forward in this study. It was suggested
that the characteristic and indicator to evaluate the suitability of soil and water conservation measures should
be strengthened in the different regionalization and multi-scale by taking small watershed as a unit.
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