LA R Journal of Anhui Agri. Sci.2017,45(36) :210 -212

2009—2016 F =4 LA H S TL 5

s m R TR EmsT

(L. Z@24TH [ LB URR) VT3 3R 2% 2254005 2. 9 ¢ [ IR B 7l A FRA W)L T3 R st 210036)

WE REELET LA T FRE R 3T 2000—2016 F &4 69 LA AR Ak @R T, L3I 24 R & £ kit
FARIE, AT A T 8 ey AR DL, 2R & ,2009—2016 £ k34T 6) LibA A RZFR G, LI TF LR E LB G K, KK
FEmiE LW RFAHEAMNR, FAERRARE TN R BT, BT ENHHIT L EAEZ TR 47,

KR LA R EM T HIESA R M TA DL AR R G RSET

HESEE F301.2 XEkFRIZAD A XERHS 0517 -6611(2017)36 —0210 - 03

Evolution Analysis of Land Use Structure in Taixing City during 2009 —2016
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Abstract Based on the data land change survey results of Taixing during 2009 —2016, the land use condition,the changes of the area and the
intensity of land exploitation were analyzed. The results shows that with the land use improvement,land development intensity also gradually in-
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creases during 2009 —2016. So,we should strengthen the intensive use of land resources,and carry out the total control and the reduce quantitative

management of the construction land to realize the goal of efficient development and scale operation.
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Table 1 Area change of the main land use type in Taixing from 2009 to 2016

B HIA Area /hm’ Efl it A A
Land use Amount of Rate of Annual rate
type 2009 4 2016 47 change /hm”>  change // % of change // %
A 80520.14  79278.56  —1241.58 ~1.54 -0.19
Agricultural land Bl 66912.27 66 470.73 —441.54 -0.66 -0.08
fre] 1t 1181.87 1 065. 14 ~116.73 -9.88 -1.23
pS:) 74.56 68.39 -6.17 -8.28 -1.03
B 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
oAb i 12351.44 11 674.30 —677.14 -5.48 -0.69
H b 24344.00 26 042.87 1 698.87 6.98 0.87
Construction land AR K T M T 1 829.48 2136.33 306. 85 16.77 2.10
e 2185.20 2 860. 11 674.91 30.89 3.86
FHE 17 832.44 18 221.99 389.55 2.18 0.27
KA 190. 14 153.93 -36.21 -19.04 -2.38
KGR B TR F 51.97 48.53 -3.44 -6.62 -0.83
A3 12 i FH b 2 020.44 2 449. 62 429.18 21.24 2.66
TR it FH b 234.33 172.36 -61.97 -26.45 -3.31
I FHL Unused land 12 090. 68 11 643.40 —447.28 -3.70 -0.46
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Fig.1 Change rate of the main land use types in Taixing during
2009 - 2016
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Table 2 Land development and utilization changes in Taixing in 2009

and 2016 %
I H Project 2009 4F 2016 4
FHF R Land utilization 89.65 90. 05
+ 4 B F % Land reclamation rate 57.21 56.83
L #IT AR Land 20. 81 22.27

development intensity
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Fig.2 Changes of land development intensity in Taixing during
2009 -2016
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Fig.3 Changes of coordinate between people and land in Taix-
ing during 2010 -2016
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Table 3 The quantitative characteristics of main tree species in Zhucheng City
Foo e OREIE g wmen mar maOE musE R TR
number species % F /b ¢ RE RD i RC v
1 % 3.200 0.200 7 000. 000 0. 100 0.027 0.301 0.024 0.117
2 L) 51.900 0.731 1 369.286 0.524 0.099 0.059 0.124 0.094
3 MR 31.167 0.767 972.333 0.450 0.104 0.042 0.107 0.084
4 Mo 38.800 0.620 1 240. 000 0.320 0.084 0.053 0.076 0.071
5 SR 34.500 0.450 839.000 0.430 0.061 0.036 0.102 0. 066
6 LSV N 0.250 0. 600 833.000 0.280 0.081 0.036 0. 066 0.061
7 HeR 21.600 0.380 839.000 0.380 0.051 0.036 0.090 0.059
8 BEA 19.200 0.447 1 139.000 0.277 0.060 0.049 0.066 0.058
9 EsVN 20.756 0.504 796.222 0.299 0.068 0.034 0.071 0.058
10 AR 0.200 0.450 625.000 0.200 0.061 0.027 0.047 0.045
11 palpyil 0. 150 0.200 625.000 0.200 0.027 0.027 0.047 0.034
12 PRk 10.900 0.250 625.000 0. 150 0.034 0.027 0.036 0.032
13 Rk 13.500 0.250 625.000 0.100 0.034 0.027 0.024 0.028
14 [EsLid 6.500 0. 140 1 146. 000 0.054 0.019 0.049 0.013 0.027
15 yia 9.900 0.210 780. 000 0.071 0.028 0.034 0.017 0.026
16 &2 9.333 0.300 500. 000 0.07 0.041 0.022 0.017 0.026
17 ik 0.080 0. 180 625.000 0. 100 0.024 0.027 0.024 0.025
18 AT 6.400 0.233 625.000 0.070 0.032 0.027 0.017 0.025
19 il 4.133 0.083 972.333 0.069 0.011 0.042 0.016 0.023
20 P 7.833 0.200 550. 000 0.043 0.027 0.024 0.010 0.020
21 X 7.200 0.196 525.000 0.026 0.027 0.023 0. 006 0.018
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