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Actuality, Problem and Countermeasure of Facility Installation
Agriculture Development in Loess Hill y-gully Region
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Abstract: The development of facility installation agriculture in Loess hilly gully region is a crucial strategy
approach of adjusting agricultural production structure, improving peasants income, as well as protecting
reforestation achievement. Based on the systematic analysis of connotations of facility installation agricut
ture together with classifying its types, the article deals chiefly with the status quo and comparative advan-
tage of facility installation agriculture in the Loess hilly-gully region. Furthermore, according to the exist
ing issues, the authors put forward a series of countermeasures of facility installation agriculture develop-
ment in the future. T his researcher is aimed to be extently contributed to both ece-environment construe
tion and coordinated development of agriculture economy in Loess Plateau.
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