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Achievement of agricultural water-saving and feasibility of

developing semi-arid agriculture in Shandong Province

Du Zhendong, Huang Qian

( Water Resources Research Institute of Shandong Province, Jinan 250013, China)

[ Abstract |

Based on the analysis of status of water resources and achievement of agricultural water-saving

development in Shandong Province, the feasibility of developing semi-arid agriculture was investigated with combi-

nation of the irrigation experimental results in national “863” project.
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