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Abstract: Examples of soil and water conservation in different regions are intorduced, induding hill-gully area in the Loess

Plateau, low -mountain and hill with granite rock area in the south part, hill with purple soil area in the Sichuan basin, wind

erosion with desertification area and mountain-hill with earth and rock area in the north part. Benefits for soil and water

conservation were analyzed. It was considered that these experiences of soil and water conservation were used for reference

different styles of soil and water loss in China.
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