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Comparison of Temperature and Relative Humidity Effects
of Two Ecological Embankments in Beijing Suburb
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Conservation & Desertif ication Combating, Minisiry of Education, Beijing 100083, China; 2. Soil and Water

Conservation Monitoring Station of Huwairou District, Beijing 100083, China)

Abstract: Ecological embankment management is an im portant component of river restoration. Riprap stone+ plant ecological
embankment and slurry stonelaying+ boulder+ plant ecological embankment were selected as research objective. Near river and
on the revetment are the places that people regularly to visit and have a rest. Based on the situation, we select them as monito-
ring points on the two ecological embankment of Huaijiu River. Temperature and relative humidity were monitored during day-
times. Monitoring results shows that the different structure of the ecological embankment, the temperature and relative humidity
of the monitoring points will be different. This research studied about the ecological embankment from the view of environment
and considers the peoplé s feeling, and provides a new angle for exploring the new principle of the river renovated and ecological
embankment designing. The result will be helpful to the designing of ewlogical embankment in the future.
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