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Comparative Study of Effects of Soil and Water Conservation
on Sloping Land Orchard of Red Soil

LIU ShYu
( College of Land Resources and Environment, Jiangxi Agricultural University, Nanchang, Jiangxi 330045, China)

Abstract: The experiment was conducted with standard runoff treatments. Quantitative analyses of the runoff co-
efficient and the amount of soil erosion under different soil and water measures were made by means of statistical
methods. Results showed that it was an effective approach to raise the level of vegetation coverage with necessary
engineering measures supplemented for soil and water conservation in sloping land of red soil. Especially after
planting grass on level bench terrace wall, the capability for decreasing runoff and the capability for controlling the
amount of soil erosion increased 22.5 and 30. 62 times, respectively.
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