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Benefit Evaluation of Watershed Management on
Loess Plateau of Shaanxi Province

WANG Jun—iang, CHEN Cun—gen, LI Tong—sheng
(Department of Urban and Resource, Northwest University, Xi an 710069, Shaanxi Province, China)

Abstract By means of an investigation on 11 typical watersheds, the benefits of watershed management on
loess plateau of Shaanxi province are analyzed. On this basis, the 11 typical watersheds are classified into 5
models to control soil and waterloss, and a relatively integral suitable index system for evaluating the benefit
of watershed management was developed. By using of AHP and multilevel fuzzy comprehensive evaluation,
the benefit of 5 models and 11 typical watersheds are systematically appraised.
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M[ Mz M3 M4 Ms M{, M7 MS M9
0.92 0.75 0. 92 1. 00 0. 87 1. 00 1. 00 0.97 1. 00
0. 89 1. 00 0. 97 1. 00 0.73 0.55 1. 00 0. 69 1. 00
1. 00 1. 00 0. 92 0. 95 0. 40 0.75 0. 60 0.42 1. 00
0.92 1. 00 0. 82 0. 79 0. 67 0.75 0.33 0. 54 1. 00
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