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Ece environmental Construction on the Loess Plateau Based on
the Perspective of the Vulnerability and Sustainable Livelihoods Approaches
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( 1. Institute of Modern Urban-Rural Development Planning, the Chinese Academy of Social Sciences, Beijing 100730, Chi—

na; 2.Institute of Geography and Resources Science Research, the Chinese Academy of Sciences, Beijing 100101, China)

Abstract: In recent years, the vulnerability and sustainable livelihoods approaches have been the most im-
portant topics in the fields of sustainable sciences. This paper researches on the water and soil erosion
modes and the eco-environmental construction with the concept of vulnerability and the sustainable livel+
hoods approaches, and analyzes the characteristics of the five kinds of ecological de-farming modes: the
dams de-farming, the relieve de-farming, the ladder de-farming, the rain water harvesting project and the
ecological migration, and argues that the essence of all kinds of ecological de-farming modes exists in char
ging the spatial and temporal characteristics of water and soil on the Loess Plateau, to control the water
loss and soil erosion, to protect ece-environment from steady deterioration, and to achieve the ecological
security and sustainable development in the of the middle and of the lower reaches of the Yellow River.
Different ecological de-farming mode has advantages and disadvantages respectively, and the vulnerability
is different too, thus the applications of them have to take the rule of territorial differentiation and sustain-
able livelihoods of the local people into consideration in the mean time, have to take the whole situation in-
to account.
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