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Abstract
a different threshold that optimal threshold value of the connection of cultivated land was identify.It can identify that optimal threshold value of

(1.College of Resource and Environment Sciences, Xinjiang University, Urumchi, Xinjiang 830046;2.
Taking Gongliu County as a study area, by introducing the four landscape ecological index, the simulation a change in the time of

cultivated land.In addition, the farmland quality and the connection of cultivated land can be evaluated by using the Multi—factors weighting
method. The results showed that the area for prioritized construction was 27 724.55 hm’, where the arable lands had better quality and higher
connectivity ; the area for important construction was 17 477.74hm’ and 12 385.09 hm” for conditional construction area , gong leave county culti-
vated land comprehensive evaluation score between 55—89 | this method obviously improves the degree of quality and high standard basic farm-

land shall provide scientific theory basis for the next round of adjustment of basic farmland.
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Table 1 Cultivated land comprehensive quality evaluation index system
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Table 2 Primary farmland construction zone in Gongliu County
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Table 3 The integrated quality and continuous analysis of the cultivated land in Gongliu County
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Table 4 Blocks construction summary of basic farmland
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