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Abstract
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By carrying out research on the improvement potential of agricultural land in Guiping City, in order to achieve the purpose of ra-

of land use efficiency. Seven indicators were selected from the three dimensions of land utilization, land use, and urgency of agricultural land
consolidation to establish an evaluation index system. After standardizing the data, the entropy method was used to determine the weight of
each index, and finally a comprehensive evaluation model was established. The city’s agricultural land consolidation potential is evaluated.
The research results show that the level 1 potential area of agricultural land consolidation in Guiping City accounts for 14. 70% of the total culti-
vated land area of Guiping City; the level I potential area accounts for 57. 46% of the total cultivated area of Guiping City; the level 111 poten-
tial area accounts for 16.26% of the total cultivated area of Guiping City; level IV potential area accounts for 11.58% of the total cultivated
land in Guiping City. In the process of remediation of agricultural land, Guiping City should combine the advantages of land and carry out tar-

geted division and grading remediation, so as to improve the remediation efficiency.
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Table 2 Calculation results of index weights
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Table 3 Comprehensive evaluation results of agricultural land remediation potential of each evaluation unit in Guiping City
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Fig.1 Evaluation grade of agricultural land improvement po-
tential in Guiping City
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