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Comparison Sudy on Soil and Water Loss of Cross Ridge and Longitudinal Ridge

SHEN Chang-pu, GONG Zhenrping, WEN Jinteo

(Academy of Resources and Environment, Northeast Agricultural University, Harbin 150030, Heilongjiang Province, China)

Abgtract : There is existing aproblem which can be the best way to conserve the il and water at flat gradient crop
land. Isit the cross ridge or longitudina ridge ?we emphases on analyzing the pros, cons and evolution of both
ridges, and research alow cost practice with its mechanical equipment. It is sautible for either cross ridge or longi-
tudina ridge.
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