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Soil Erosion and Soil Fertility

DONG Guang-hui, XIA Zheng-kai
(College of Environmental Sciences, P eking University, Beijing 100871, China)

Abstract: The concepts of soil erosion and soil fertility were summarized, the relationship between them was also analysed.

The impact of soil erosion and soil fertility is interactive, soil erosion causes the decline of soil fertility, which in turn aggra-

vates the soil erosion. On the basis of these, the problems that should be noticed as well as methods in dealing with soil ero-

sion and cultivating soil fertility are also proposed.
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