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Comprehensive Evaluation on Urban Soil and Water Loss Models
XU You—peng, DU Jinkang, ZHANG LiHeng, WANG La—chun
(Department of Urban and Resources Sciences, Naning Unwersity, Nanjing 210008, PRC)

Abstract: The methods and approaches of soil and water loss evaluation models are analyzed- Meanwhile,
taking Shenzhen city as an example, the comprehensive evaluation model is built. The examination analyses

of the model are carried out with system of urban soil and water conservation in Shenzhen city. T he model

creates favorable conditions for urban soil and water loss estimating and forecasting.
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