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Selection Experiment of Different Slope Runoff Adjustment Measures
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(1. Gansu Research Institute f or Water Conservancy, Lanzhou 730000, China; 2. S chool of Research and En-

vironment, Lanzhou University, L anz hou 730000, China)

Abstract: Soil erosion and arid shortage water coexists in the Loess Plateau area is a major limited factor for sustainable econom-
ic and social development. It is an effective way to achieve synchronous soil erosion control and rainw ater resources by means of
slope runoff adjust ment measures to eliminate soil erosion. This paper uses the artificial rainfall simulation to study the differ
ent runoff control measures and optimize the allocation of the various surface runoff control measures. On the basic of the above
research, an integrated, highly efficient, low cost measures slope runoff is selected.
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