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Abstract: A ccording to the aggravation status of water loss and soil erosion in the purple soil region, the authors took Heming-
guan watershed of Nanbu county in Sichuan province as study region and investigated the w atershed runoff characteristic of the
watershed. T he result show ed that the seasonal and annual variation of the runoff was lavge. T he correlation betw een the runoff
volume and the rainfall or the soil erosion module and the runoff volume was effected by the implement ation of the water and
soil conservation measures. T he water and soil conservation measures played an important role in reducing w ater and sediment.
The research can offer the evaluation for rational using w ater resources, analyzing the mechanics of soil and water loss and re-
gional soil and water conservation.
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