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Abstract: In this paper, soil erosion during the expressway construction engineering is analyzed in a systematic way including the
occurrence reason, mechanism of soil erosion and the external dynamic factors for soil erosion. Based on the above results, the
classification of soil erosion was given, and the characteristics and fatalness of soil erosion occurred in the expressway construc
tion engineering were concluded. The authors summed up the distinguishment betw een the soil erosion during the expressway
construction engineering and the traditional soil erosion. At last, some advices on project of soil and water conservation were
put forward and the main viewpoint is that the prevention range should based on the characteristics of soil erosion during the ex-
pressway construction engineering.
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