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Abstract: The research on the evaluation indictor system of the ecological restoration of soil and w ater conservation comprehen—
sive benefits and evaluation technique developed promptly, which summarizes the original achievement and bring forward the
new in favor of seeking more scientific, systematic, and practical indictor system and the evaluation technique. The evaluation
indictor of the comprehensive benefits of the ecological restoration of water and soil conservation is classified and analyzed and
the major evaluation technique is assessed. Based on these evaluations, principles are established, and a set of evaluation indict
or system including general ecological benefits, economic benefits and social benefits is established.
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