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Abstract

This paper takes Sangzhi County in Hunan Province as the research object, takes ArcGIS software
as the research platform, applies the methods of superposition analysis and statistical analysis to
analyze the spatial distribution characteristics of cultivated land resources in elevation and slope,
and uses the indicators of “dominance degree”, “scatter degree” and “dispersion degree” to de-
scribe quantitatively. The results showed that 96.71% of the cultivated land in Sangzhi County was
below 1000 meters in elevation, and 25.83% of the cultivated land was below 6 degrees in gentle
slope area. Quantitative indicators show that the overall dominance degree of arable land in
Sangzhi County is 10.37; the overall fragmentation degree is 49.75; and the overall fragmentation
index is 44.59. The results of this study can provide some references for arable land quality as-

sessment, land planning and land consolidation in Sangzhi County.
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1. 5|18

FEHD BT YRR - BRI B A R Ay, R NSRRI R e (R SRl PR TR, 7 ORIt S A XORR £
GARJTHAEEZMER 1], ANZH/DRIRE RIS EY, REHIEE MNP AR e . A
RIFFRERE 24, &5 %se, #miRiEtaie, (SE RS AN EL (2006 F~2020 F))
PR T URSF 18 2R (1.2 42 hm )W LT 28 (1 H AR (2] (H7E R i A % JR B0 KRS N, I i K
b, AT RS R ST AE X AR R A A el X AT %", BRI, R Rl DX IR R g
TR A EEE X

5P R X LEH, BT LA . WESE R R E], Lol X R R 2 AR
NG AT EBEERIE[3]. ARSI EENESS, HR B B L XK, A TR X R B S (8] AT
SR SCHE I TT BIR A, X b R AR R A R v U AT R R B — e R o BRI S TR AT B
SN EERL AR =3 ), SR AR = R . S R AT FE, AR R B AR R . A R
77 HH R R T BASE R AR RE TR AR T FE A P AN SRR TR B, B 7 (] A AT R TE R AR L
7 TH 5 M RF I AR = RS, A5 AN BRI M 1 2 X B ] B 0 4 ) 20 A AR S A b o B R O, B R
M A TR m o R R ArcGIS £ A3 g 7 R0 25 18] 73 B Th e 0 Bk b 92 905 45 18] 3 A A Jm it
ATHEGE, AT LA R BRSO SR AR, S hn s bt SR B (R BEAE A, (R B S B A R
PEAARHE RIS RE o 1 T A 2 (8] 2 AR IR GO RE A 7= A 5 7= R, SR NI FORE R 1 25 [B) 3 AR
DL, o R R RE D VRN T — DU B R A T AR (3]

Boerner S5 H T GIS B 734771, B AR M EBHLIX 46 48] LR AR AT 1 B 7 [4].
Skinner XA 2 (ARG REAT R FE5], 20 A 7 skt 2 6] 23 AR k. tb4h, Veldkamp A S57E TN
LA, SR GIS 7% 8] 534 D RE1S BA R I S bR A O [6], o TR0 b AR A S it AR 35 .
Overmars K P 5F)H GIS 75 0] 4387 /7 13RI 50 X AN [R) ST ) b sl 2= [8) o AR iR e [ 7], X ey byt sk - 3t
ARALAI AR B B /EH « Mayomi Ikusemoran 237 JE H FEAB L HLIX 17 451 R AR DL, NIFAT
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NFIESHHZ X 245 T K HE[8]. Renata Pernar Z57EHTF 73 7a 2 #3143 A 18 25 (8] 3 A1 B, ) A GIS
L1 VW T R U1 A w3 7 Nl L5173 R 7V I D R v i B s e 8 o s s A ST

IR P A DB B3 05~ (14 Jm) 7 T AR 9 32 AR tp E RNy A8 A B 2R 1) 3 A i SR OB A A
1 B AR IR B LR B AR T A5 7 T A% S8 e 005 5 2 AR e A Geit o i 5507 1
R V2, [E 432 3 B T B0 EE A G AR S g S I S b B0 0 25 (R AT RRAEREAT A FE[10]0 3S HORFE
I TE 0 2 0] 2 A 5 T R a3 HE R, I GIS IR S 1 R 58 IR 25 1) 70 A3 BRI 95 7 7%
MR SEAE R 0 R TR 5 YR 2B (A 7 AR GUI St T “PRA/BE” o “FBUE” « “OEdRET . B
PERA2” SERPRRERTIR . 7B RIE T B2 1) 20 AR 0 S HAE R 77 AR ZE 00 (3] RN
HEEFE LRI FEORAT L DX SR 1 B5 00502 (8] 20 A0 AR, MBI = R 2o A AR b3 FE 70 AT 230 7 ORAT Ll X S
O TEIR P Sr A AR, A X B 5T R R A BEVE O PR (1] Mo S IR 2 e B b B
() 4 A7 R AR I 30 SR FH A b DR 85 PS8 R SR B2 S5 F i 0] b A AT RRAE EAT o SR, £E VT & BRI [ B
R TR 2],

AT T B A B DALl b RO o 3 i e S L, DUBRHB AR A R . M TR B BOR S
FEHh R o A AV o0 A o E BRI T, A DEM B 11515 B S BB A6, B DEM HiiE 5
WeFE Sy A BAE B AT 328, BN AT 545 SR BB B IR %) S R 0 AT AR LRI BE A A S L . IR AL
Lyt g DX b B Y5 00 25 18] 3 AR, X b BRI OGP B S EMME .

2. HRXEER

FMEM TWEA T, KRE 109°41'~110°46', Jb46 29°17'~29°50', RAZEFE . A TE AR
X, FEHLACEX . ANE, PiEwilE, Jedrmideg R e, B, BEREKY) 104 A8, mMibs
2157 NH, TR 3475 F B, ARBELEKIEE, SrE Lt #HUE R, #HAILER,
H P AL AR EE At A SRR L X, JEEAT AR AR E B AR X, A, RS AN P R
Wl AR i, LB TEAR TR, B A UK A L E SRR 1890.4 oK. Sk B E R E 5T
G, WERPEEE, KRFERL, ZHEFHBREN 38.93 12577k, R /KR RN 67.25 1230 75K,
IKRE TR PR 208 48.4 T TI0, WA H il E A F R M E KR B R .

3. fiRFG=E
3.1. MRBESWREAF

AR W IR RUREEREH A A . P R A R . WS AW, /£ ArcGIS
LA LR . BT A L MR R R B R R A R R o A O BB ST 5, A DEM 4K
it EA I RE B SE AT, #PK DEM s 53 A SR AT E 2, e BT, @I Hr R
TS AR X L85 T ) e AR, 700 Fo A & PR EAT VRA

3.1.1. 58

AR AR A I L R, BRSO, (LR DR b b B [ B B 2 R T A
WERERESEIN, BHEERE IR, BEE SRR, B, . HIR. MmN RAEZNL, SRED
FEERFE A RO o TR G [12] I T R 4 Ll XA —— AR I FOE S, Ll DR A B
IR B, E RN 10 m, BEABUNEFTE R S Ke, KPR R 9 Kg. T30 EKTTELIX
MRS, e S KR 2 R AR G, BTG R /K, Rt T3 o7 s RO
B E B ER .
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AR R R T, IRYE S E SRR AR DL R 200 m AN REERI 7 =25 2%, 15
HH SR BB R AT AL

3.1.2. E

I3 P DR 250 A th 5 B R S 2 4 R RE P A SR o R IS I AR AL B AN e S I P KT B
e FEAK LISk B BB SR R [14]. 25 /NSt SV A (RO RIF 78 28 WA AN [R5 B2 A L AE N T RE BN 577
HEE R R E B R 2R, Fi R B AT B A I A3 B 36 K00 N BRI AS3A15]. RIE (55—
WA [ R A R UARE ) A R B B b 3 A R, R SO BRI Ay <20, 2°~6°. 6°~15°,
15°~25°, >25° L FANEEL, FHAE L LA b SRl EL B M 3 P 0 A 1B I HEAT R AT
3.2. #iit=RE| BRI A E B R E AR

WPRESEAETE R TR T HF IR 3 T “HHt A o iR EE” . W EER S %
EAR K E AR B S (B AR [3]. WA R “RIAE” N “CTBUE” 22 e Bkt s (8] 40 A
ARUCHBEAT T 8 B AR [2] A LR NEL, SEELLL R =AM AR S BB 25 18] 20 A IR 1R 47 52 B4
.

3.2.1. $HETEE (Pa)
PR S TR EET 07 TR L rp b i A W, oA X R IX S A AR BT o5 A O ELEL,  UE Vi
N 0~100. HEUEBR, CLHFH SRR RE M AE DORZE D il G09S, 2 IR BIAL AN i sl A
fLs, HEEOA TR I B A, B RS 3. 575
Pd = At/Al 1)
Pd——HH AL FE (hm?/km?),  At——HFHL T A (hm?),  Al——F A (km?) .

3.2.2. HUBRFEEE (P)
bt T R 2 P R DX P B 3 BB ) — AN R bR, B AR R XN P 1 km”® B 5
EN AL 3], BUEERK, M, BHEESIIIBE N TR
Si = Ptx (100 Pd) 2)

Pt— R EHUE (Hukm®), St—HH AL, At—BHB A (km?).

3.2.3. MRS EAIRE(SI)
b 3 5 AU T G X A5k A AP b b e 2 T () B ORIt e Pt R AR [) e R A B b 23
FIFSG, B KR B BRI BL3]. THE T
Si=Ptx(100-Pd) 3)

i BOFE L, (100-Pd)——EBHBT 5 HLE
4. BRI
4.1. REBHHFIFEZBIRIER

B LB R =7 P A 3RECT 2017 FESAEE DEM #df, Bk 2 (8] 2 A Bl Hh B L RS (S B
OHAF. fE ArcGIS *H ] DEM idfa i+ 5545 t S A B 70 A, 51 DEM $dis 5 355 70 A B k47 5
2K, REIFMEE SRS DS RIEIE 2), F RSP EE S Pt A g A B (K 3)iET
BN, RIS S EL A B U A e R 0 A 75 DU E AT 1% L

Si
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Figure 1. Elevation distribution in Sangzhi County
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Figure 2. Slope distribution in Sangzhi County
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Figure 3. Spatial distribution of cultivated land in Sangzhi County
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4.1.1. BiERESHERL
KM B DEM s T H 2, R0 200 m R0 WREE e, Bt EZE S 090
Ja (¥ DEM $diadt AT & ot 75 H S E s R A S R R EE D,

Table 1. Elevation distribution of cultivated land in Sangzhi county

1. REEMBSIESH

FiE (m) B (hm’) itk
0~200 0 0%
200~400 11,323.53 31.41%
400~600 14,461.20 40.11%
600~800 6513.39 18.07%
800~1000 2567.34 7.12%
1000~1200 980.19 2.72%
1200~1400 186.03 0.52%
1400~1600 17.64 0.05%
1600~1800 0 0%
1800~2000 0 0%
Bt 36,049.32 100%

MR EA AT AE H, FHEE 96.71%K B/ A 1000 m LATR,  HAEH 73450 T 5 200~800 m
JEFE, R 3.29%M #4546 T 1000 m LA F. &FE 200 m BLRFI 1600 m PA E#EA A0 456
T2 A5 B o B B IR, T AR I SRR 200 m BAR FA X3S o S B M TR 0.01%, H 22 97Kk, mifE 1600
m DA B3 5 T HB T AR 1) 0.33%, 2 9 Ll WS AR i FE ORI X ek, bR 7™ SRR, WA B A A

4.1.2. $HHIRE SMIER

i F A E DEM $dfs, it ArcGIS MR H S B SRR IE I, FH% BOE 2 10 7 Bbs X 3
BHATE A, 193 S0 B B (5] 2). B oA Bt o A0 2 5 35 5 23 0 245 31 S BB b
ATEDL, S5 LR 2),

Table 2. Slope distribution of cultivated land in Sangzhi County

2. REEHMILE S

BEEE BHATAR (hm’) =14
<2° 1789.20 4.96%
>2°, <6° 7524.45 20.87%
>6",<15° 17,218.53 47.76%
>15°,<25° 7813.26 21.67%
>25° 1703.88 4.72%
Bit 36,049.32 100%

TR EAE T LUK I, SAEE 95.28% HIHE LA T3 /N T 25° B IX 38, 1Z X4 Hh i AR 5 S B+
HOTHIAR A 70.62%; 4. 72%HIFFHAL T35 B2 KT 25 I IX 4, 1% X 3k - Hh T AR &5 S B L M T AR 29.38%. HA
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THRE < 2° M AR R o Sk B S TR 1.54%, BT LAMZIX 8 #tth of LB AR T FUAh I B < 2571
DXdko BEAh, AT TR T 15° XS B bR R 26.39%, 1% XK i U AR e o

4.2. FiEBE ST

P S8 EH S AR A #E s b B g, ARIBCHE R A RS SEE LA E A~ 10.37,
PR IR S, X 5iZERT AR S =%k R A <.
4.2.1. TRISEFEHMREE

FIF B 0oy M B sR A i 8, R & AR S5 20 i B T ARURD - b T AR B, AR A RO HE T 5
B R IR A E GL i N N R GE 3).

Table 3. Preponderance of cultivated land at different elevation levels

3. BEEREFRHMAEE

FiFE(m) BT (hm?) AR (km?) R (hm¥/km?)
0~200 0 0.6597 0
200~400 11,323.53 4782042 23.68
400~600 14,461.20 1031.4297 14.02
600~800 6513.39 882.4653 738
800~1000 2567.34 579.0033 443
1000~1200 980.19 298.1808 3.29
1200~ 1400 186.03 130.8825 1.42
1400~1600 17.64 63.0072 0.28

1600~ 1800 0 10.9854 0
1800~2000 0 0.5337 0
it 36,049.32 34753518 10.37

MR PEIE RN, AP S RRVEE A, BEE RN, BRI TR, ARk
HEE S S A 2RI IEA R OR R . EETE 600 m LAUN IR, B E B T E P phb AL 35
FE, 600 m LA R DI AN TP BB AR A R . Xt EHIE T AR LR X, MR e A B & R
AP A T TR UZ AT, S R ) o5 BB AT T R

4.2.2. FEIEEERHMNEE
) FH 45 3950 i 25 2 B M TR AR AN - MO TR B HE , TH 5 A3 B 00 R FE AR 34 2 G4 N R R (& 4).

Table 4. The dominance degree of cultivated land in each gradient

4. BEWEFRHMAEE

Y BT (hm?) TR (km?) R (hm* km?)
< 1789.20 53.4789 33.46
>2°, <6° 752445 292.0968 25.76
>6°,<15° 17,218.53 1040.5152 16.55
>15°, <25° 7813.26 1068.2982 731
>25° 1703.88 1020.9627 1.67
Bt 36,049.32 34753518 10.37
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FTUUACEL, Bt e 5 58 T 350 P58 H I8 i A, MM D10 34 58 S5 B M 2 e At B IE AR SR R o BB
ANT 2 XA B B B R, T 33.46, SR T 25 HIIXISAL A L i, AU 1.67, PIEHIZE 20 1.
FEEENT 15 1 DX, BRSSO F4 BP I U3 B, 8RR T 157 IXHR, Bt fn sy BT 124
PP o XA R T 15° M XK L R MR e, IR AR A A, I3 77 ORKF AT B vy AR KT 1A
A AFF PR -

4.3. HRFEHE S

A7 FH T b 1) 2 P R R SR L bt TR APURN S B b S B, 4 R B RO TR A KX ) S &
BRI B A 49.75 B/km®e X RS VT 7 TR B #4358 49.75 B, 78 1L X WA Hh T
FAEN, BRHOE MR ZE, ARTFHL . B AE RS . X — B EIAE T S5 B — b (i K
T RFART 28 R =, SRR T 28 = KR .

4.3.1. TEISEFRMRTHUE

IRAEHEARQ), 1 BN A5 15 i FE RO b T AR B A p e He it 515 S B A

FESE IR TS, it R FERGEE 5).

Table 5. Scattering of plots of different elevation grades

=5 BEEFRMRTHE

R (m) HHATEH (km®) g G FHEFYkm’)
0~200 0 0 S
200~400 113.23 4670 41.24
400~600 144.61 6205 42,91
600~800 65.13 3750 57.57
800~1000 25.67 2074 80.78
1000~1200 9.80 985 100.49
1200~1400 1.86 221 118.80
1400~1600 0.17 29 164.40
Bt 360.49 17934 49.75

TR BRI, EA P AT S ARVE R N, MR B B e AR TG O, SRR A
FAIE BBk, T L X RE R, R R R R T e B SR, R ERTE 600
m DL B X380 T AR R B

43.2. FRIFEFFHRFRHE
A P 5 33 5 252 2 0 T AR HE RN sth B B0, A5 R R B B 5 ) (R M R B U, it i R R (3 6).

Table 6. Scattering of plots with different gradients
F* 6. RIWEFRMRTHE

BETEE HFHTET R (k) LIRS (e ) FHE Gk’
< 17.89 720 40.24

>2°, <6° 75.24 3300 43.86

>6°,<15° 172.19 8503 49.38
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Continued
>15°, <25° 78.13 4358 55.78
>25° 17.04 1053 61.80
Bt 360.49 17,934 49.75

HRPEGRS H, BERER K, Mt SO Eg i, B2 AR B AN 0 2 R I e R 4 o
MARAGFRE K. BB <IS X3, M RHUE T AR FREE, BE > 15 HXEE TR %
BURE R B3R 5 R 2 6 B EHE 5 A I, 72 BIF I 23 A7 X TA] N, 75 R 200~400 m ()8 L H R 808 41.24,
R 1400~1600 m (1) FEUEE N 164.40, IEAHZE 4 £ YW <2 XIS ML HUE N 41.92, B JE > 25°
IR EHE N 62.97, WHEAZE 0.5 5. HILEH, EilRIX, H3AFHG AR, EER
2 11 DX JgE i A% e FH 45 7 3R DA S 3 0T TR AR RS2 I, O T Tt e 2 R ) R A B
FEE
4.4. MRS BEER ST

R BFe T E A XB), B FEEFH S BFEECN 44.59. ZEBSEEIE T ESE,
MOl VE R4 BT R He s B K
4.4.1. TRISEFEHRI IR

{5 FHAS 5] i AR5 0 O B 35 P AN M B R T, 42 IR H A R3S & m P S Ok s b B /) Bk g 4,
Gitt 55 BT R (E 7).

Table 7. Distribution index of blocks with different elevation grades
= 7. TESEFRMIR T HIEH

&2 (m) A% (hm*/km?) FHE HYkm®) SR
0~200 - - -
200~400 23.68 4124 31.48
400~600 14.02 42.91 36.89
600~800 738 57.57 5332
800~1000 443 80.78 77.20
1000~1200 329 100.49 97.19
1200~1400 1.42 118.80 117.11
1400~1600 0.28 164.40 163.94
Eit 10.37 49.75 44.59

MR MR R, AT AR BIFE SRR 600 m PR [ DX st B oy B MU E AR T BT AME, 600 m
CLE R XM e T B . T B SOk T AL B A B O, 45 A X SR T
KIL, FE 600 m LLFAIKCHE, LR TR FEIsE, FHEMT 2R FHTHUEZ, 600 m UL LM
DXSRIWAR B2, 0 56 4805 3K 7 AL 0 ) v R 0 AR AR 2 B — Bk B R BT, B e B
RGP AR I b TSR AR, B O L R 2 A

4.4.2. FEIEEEL MR EIEH
158 F 45305 P55 S5 R M A 34 P At B SR 0% B, S RS [R5 P S5 bt bR 23 e Botn N 3R GE 8)
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Table 8. Land block dispersion index of slope grades
8. BWEFRMIRS B

BT E A% (hm*/km?) FHE GHYkm®) SR
< 33.46 40.24 26.78
>2°, <6° 25.76 43.86 32.56
>6°,<15° 16.55 49.38 41.21
>15°, <25° 7.31 55.78 51.70
>25° 1.67 61.80 60.77
air 10.37 49.75 44.59

MG RAME R I, 7 B R B R i 8, BB < 1570 X0 Bha SR T4 BT i, s >
15° [ X34 BRFE 30 T T M. 45 PR S SR U b, RIUE < 1STHIXIR, (R3BER
TRE PR AREE, FHEART 2 PHTHE, JE > 15 0 XA, X HHEEE K205 A [F 3
JFE R BRI RS R — 8. 746, S <2°RIIX IR B EOh 26.78, WE > 2571
X3k N 60.77, EFE 200~400 m [ X34 BHE RN 31.48, EFE 1400~1600 m KX 5 A 163.94. Hitta] B
B X A BB E I SN I FR R, I TR b B 2R 5 A2 PR e A T v R S e B R

5. &t

CEARISCHT, TR S B TR TE AR A R AR S EE, 96.71% KB 4 A T =i A2 1000 m
LR AR X S B B A AN A EE, U 25.83% B /0 A T3 6° DL IR2R 3% X 3,
47.76% I AT TR 6°~15 M X35, IEH 26.41%HIHF L3 AT T3 AL 15°PL ERIBES: X ik 4
B TR, FEESEPHMRA LR 1037, FORDIAEMX A IR GHRH, SRR A
49.75, BB R R s AN FHURAGAE 77 MR A> BRFEHCh 44.59, BhHh kb A B3 ORE S B
ANFI T T A R 2

P AN [R] S R o R P oy B — 20 i, R OB e R RS FE 3R o, B b AR 4 P 0 SR I Pk 3%,
L e AR AR AR FE K T Bt 5 2 T AR A R R o it bR S 55 AR e ke i 50 5 B0 B v R AR B 1900 1 o v 38
Inf kAR, BE R R IR AR AR K T B R AR AR . ER e T 3 v R B b o AR A M R R T
FERISZIRLRE . 0] LURILLARFE 600 m 20 7L, 600 m A_F 8% s RE SR SOpF LA 35 1 /N4 B Ao
VPR B R, bR SR R A PR B T A B SR R U AN BFR 2, 600 m LT % i R AU AH A
o, BEEEART 6 X a4 B SR M AR B K T e B B A, HLAREEAE 25 DLk, M
B BT St ey BRSO BN T e BB EBUE R Bde t. R EEhbX, M AR R
HOIX 2, g BT L X AR HE AT B &, ARG ARk i X3 /D, Joidii B S B MR R R 7K.
RISl BRI 24, S5 A m Xl IS H, XS B R, =2 600 m LR, /N T 611X
WEE A A R R .

&E ik
[17 A PRL X E 24 Bk, WS AR I]. R EE, 2014, 35(1): 32-36.

2] Msest, B, B, R EHR BT A AR AR AT S0 0], 1L PSR S R (B AR EIR), 2012, 26(4):
85-88.

31 #RME, wtitde, S0, S5 it X BRI A (M 20 AR DL D). 23R, 2005, 23(6): 749-755.
[4] Boerner, R.E., et al. (1996) Markov Models of Inertia and Dynamism on Two Contiguous Ohio Landscapes. Geo-
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