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Effects of Soil and Water Conservation on Surface
Water Resource on the Loess Plateau

JING Ke', ZHENG Fendi’
(L. Institute of Geographical Sciences and Natural Resources Research, CA S, Beijing 100101, China;
2.T he State Key Laboratory of Soil Erosion and Dryland Farming on Loess Plateau, Institute of Soil and Water
Conservation, Chinese Academy of Science and M inistry of Water Resource, Yangling, S haanxi 712100, China)

Abstract: In recent 10 years, the effects of soil and water conservation on surface water resource were paid more attention on
the Loess Plateau. T he author analyzed hydrological effects of principal soil and water conservation measures, including forest
and grass, basic farmland and channel engineering measures, and impacts of these measures on surface water resources. In
2050, it is estimated that after soil and water conservation planning is completely im plemented on the Loess Plateau,sediment
yield in the Yellow River will reduced by 0.7 0.8 billion tons, runoff volume will decreased by 6 billion cubic meters.
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