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Parametersand Methodsfar Benefit Bvaluation d Regionscale Soil and Water Conservation

WANG Qi', Yang Qimrke**
(1. Institute of Soil and Water Conservation, Chinese Academy of Sciences and Ministry of Water Re
sources, Yangling, Shaanxi 712100, China; 2. Northwest University, Xi' an 710069, China)

Abstract : The evaluation of the benefits of il and water conservation plays an important rolein the scien-
tific system of soil and water conservation, and has become one of the most popular topics with both scien-
tists and conservationist. This paper systematically analyzed the present research situation and problems
on the benefit eval uation of soil and water conservation. And then, the paper suggested a regional - scale
evaluation parameter system. Meanwhile, the prevalent methods of benefit evaluation wereintroduced. Fi-
nally , we looked ahead the trend of the research on benefit eval uation.

Key words:bendfits of il and water conservation; parameter system; benefit calculation; benefit eval uation
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