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Abstract

provement, industrial and mining wasteland reclamation, and unused land development and rehabilitation potential were carried out by on-site

(Duyun Natural Resources Bureau, Duyun, Guizhou 558000)
Taking Duyun City as a research area,the investigation and evaluation of agricultural land improvement, rural residential land im-

investigation and the use of GIS spatial analysis technology. The results showed that the total potential of land treatment in the study area was
6 966. 28 hm”, the amount of the supplementary cultivated land was 1 534.23 hm®, and the new cultivated land rate was 22. 02%. The size
of the cultivated land was 4 957. 46 hm”, the size of the supplementary farmland can be 95. 69 hm®, the scale of the construction land for the
rural construction was 31.42 hm’, and the scale of the cultivated land could be supplemented 25. 14 hm*, the reclamation scale of the aban-
doned land in the industrial and mining area was 47. 98 hm*, the scale of the supplementary farmland could be 4. 93 hm*, the development
scale of the reserve land resources for the cultivation of the land was 1 929.42 hm*, and the amount of the supplementary farmland could be
1 408. 47 hm®.
contradiction of the people, guarantee the land use demand of the urban construction and the development of the land resources, and promote

The land regulation could improve the intensive and economical utilization of the land in the study area, effectively solve the

the economic and social health development.
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Table 1 Quantity structure of land use status in Duyun City in 2015
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and category b %
FFih Arable land 46 026. 54 20. 14
[El3h Garden 3716.13 1.63

FRH Woodland 135 946. 67 59. 49
Bl Grassland 21 082. 84 9.22

YREERS S T FHb Urban villages and industrial 7 060. 59 3.09
land
AE 10 3z 4 P H Land for transportation 2 476.07 1.08
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Note; The data come from land change survey data of Duyun City in 2015
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Table 2 Classification of agricultural land improvement potential
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I 471.49 10. 18 2.16

I 854.98 17.43 2.04
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Table 3 Classification of rural construction land improvement poten-

tial
o TR A B SEEHRA R R 5L
Gradine To be sorted New farmland scale New cultivated
racding hm? hm? land coefficient//%
1 17.76 14.21 80.01
I 7.54 6.04 80. 11
m 6.12 4.89 79.90
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Table 4 Classification of land reclamation potential in industrial and

mining wasteland
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Cradi To be sorted New farmland scale New cultivated
rading hm? hm? land coefficient//%

| 43.09 1.79 4.15

I 4.36 2.72 62.39
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Table 5 Classification of unused land development and improvement

potential
o T A BTG RAL P Y
Cradi To be sorted New farmland scale New cultivated
racing hm? hm? land coefficient//%
I 798.58 582.96 72.99
I 765. 33 558. 69 72.99
11| 365. 51 266. 82 72.99
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