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Abstract: The reverting farmland to forests and grassland project in China has acquired some effects: environments has become

better than before, farmers have received benefit, industry structure in countryside tend to resonable. At the same time, there

are some problems in it. Without area overall arrangement based on science, and without inspect estimate system, the policy

effect on reverting farmland to forests and grassland has been rebated. Besides, the ecosystem compensating policy is unfair and

not in reason, and compensating term is too short, therefore, solidifying the effect of reverting farmland to forests and grass-

land is very difficult. Through studying these problems, some suggestions are put forward.
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particles by generated splash. From the large difference in

soil loss between 2000 and 2001 was due to concentrated
heavy rainfall in the rainy season (June to July) or the ty

phoon season ( Sept. to Oct.) .

4  Conclusion

The study is carried out in the Nago to test the applica

bility of specific kinetic energy calculation for R factor used
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in 2001.
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