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Abstract: The purpose of soil and water loss prediction is to evaluate the form, strength, quantity and harm of soil and water loss u-

sing scientific methods based on the characteristics of engineering construction, to provide the basis for designing prevention measures

of water loss and soil erosion . Taking a coal-fired power plant in Guangdong for example, this paper analyzes the location, quantity

and time of soil and water loss during building coal-fired power plant project and gives some advices from the perspective of soil and

water conservation.
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Table 1 The Part Quantity and Time of Soil Erosion Prediction
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Table 2 The Result of Soil Erosion Analogy Analysis
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Table 3 Statistics of Soil and Water Loss in the Project Area
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