9 4 Vol.9 No.4
2002 12 Research of Soil and Water Conservation Dec. ,2002
Sl A B =2 s 23
RRER, wEZE, #HIREE
(1 s 350007; 2 s
366301; 3 , 350007)
) , 41905.33

54 433.41 t/ (km®- a),

2

:X171. 4; S157

694.32 t/ (km*- a),

s )

T A :1005-3409( 2002) 04-0031-02
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Abstract: T he approach of ecological rehabilitation in the mined-Jand was discussed and the deposit ponds were designed to

measure the modulus of soil erosion in the mined-land according to the property of study region. Lastly, the biologic and pro-

ject measures were designed to administer the mineddand. It was indicated that combining biologic measure with project mea—

sure can decrease soil erosion greatly in the minedHand and the annual modulus of soil erosion declined from 41 905.33 54

433.41 t/ (km*  a) to 694.32t/ (km> a) through administration. It is nearly non-obvious level. It was concluded that it is an

effective method to combine biologic measure with project measure to conserve water and soil in the mineddand. Not only

planting grasses and trees, but also developing orchards with economic value. Only by this way, can it propel sustainable man—

agement -
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