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Abstract

To explore the spatial distribution patterns and optimization paths of arable land resources under
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the complex topographic constraints of mountainous agricultural areas, this paper takes Lichuan City,
Hubei Province as the research object. Using GIS spatial overlay analysis, it quantitatively measures
the arable land dominance, plot fragmentation, and dispersion index under elevation and slope gra-
dients. The results show that arable land in Lichuan City is concentrated in the core zone at an alti-
tude of 1000~1200 m and a slope of 0°~6°, exhibiting extremely high dominance and good contiguous-
ness. However, in areas with an altitude exceeding 1600 m or a slope exceeding 15°, the plot disper-
sion index increases significantly, showing extreme fragmentation. The study suggests that Lichuan
City should implement differentiated utilization strategies based on topographic gradients, focusing
on strengthening the construction of high-standard farmland in the core dam area and steadily pro-
moting ecological restoration and landscape transformation in high-altitude, steep, and fragmented
areas. This research provides a scientific basis for optimizing arable land allocation, ensuring regional
ecological security, and promoting the sustainable development of specialty agriculture in similar
mountainous cities.
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1. 5|8

PRI AR A 54t R B IP SEA, 23 (A% R AR R A2 AR A B 5 NG 3h XU DR 5y
TEWEZ BRI, MR 2 IR 25 ) b R A% Jm) I 2 SR A O B R [ 1], R R AE R IE A £ /D
M 5T, JFEBRH R IR IR AT 7T, SHFRE LS EAA R, REERR e 2 A E
BRI E 2]

5P R X B AP IE . BEHGE A B S T UL R AEAS ], 1Lrtth R sl DX 1 A b B R 52 &2 J
TERINIMEL R . BT il b R AR ZL, Sy W 7K 25 U5 g 4 R0 3 P 2 00 6 2 1) 3 B S AR AAE
T BOB M 23 7] 43 A i ELR P R0 52 IR [3] [4]0 XA 1 55(2020) [11IA )y, 38 g i S S0 Ly [X L3 )
A &y 5 B R B IR A2 M R i) £, Ik P T 4R 75 LU b B b /AN R 5 LR 0t B B () K 5
g2 RS A 5, R, SR L ok b 5 i DR (R A 56 R LT T X L e e R s B

TTAESR, [ P Ah 2 B AR B N T T K SR 9 FERF A 057 b, 2R R A FE ArcGIS
R G, BB IS5 HEE R ERRE6]. MBALTEE 7], AR TEE 8] L L B [9] [10]%
FB, Wiulmife W KRR X LR s . Hodr, ZRREVES5(2020) [7]FRIH A MR EL R SR
Ft 7 R TR B RN T A SR (2019) [915I A TR I A BE SRR e M, 48R 7 L SO 2
[V A RFE . 2= EATTE R AR L BT T 2 o0k, AT TEIAR (& Lo 5% ) B8 L 255 PR IR SO0
JAVERT[11] [12]0 24 7 SEAE 20 b 21 0 B b P R FH 56 E 5 SR AR B, AR T 5 7 R — T AR G, i
SR B IR 24 P Skl ST A e, R T b bl S 0 SR A BB RAIR VL, 51 N 235 5 DAV ok T R
ZES, T ZUL S Bt b 55 08 P 2 ) 8 Ok J=a [ 13]-[15]

AR SC LS A L AR AR RN AR T X, 35T 30 KRS B2 LR 304 A 12.5 2K DEM %4,
IR E T, AR B PR TE S AR S I R B A B, AT B AR R IR )1 T R
FH B 25 (B 0 A RRAE, 0 AT Lo A M T 5 DR, AT R AR AL B b 2 (R L 4R S AR L s
O TR R SR IR R 5% .
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2. MIREBASHIREKIE
2.1. FARXEER

RN THALTWAAE A PE G, Hukb 2 5t i SR AR B 0 5 AR IR ik, K ELLL AR KA ACIE by, o LAY 1
A X o )1 T AL B AT 4248 108°21'-109°32', Jb4E 29°42'~30°39' 8], HisARFIZ, ik
U VR LR Se . TRl 2 VR R SRR AE , SN AME IR B e, R B E R - PR
A, VLR 48, R T i Fa . b AR mpoly R b B i 22 28 B AS R . A
SRR, RN R G KRR RS %, BT S ™ E Bk E R, SRS 7 2%,
BN LD, IR GEREON R, LREREA—, EEMATERE, (FAREL R XEZER RS
T3, ) 1T 905 %) 25 ) 20 A RO L DI DX kA 25 B e LR -5 A Ly b R €2 R PR B U O JEE

2.2. HIEKIRES AR

AR FEAE FH 1) E B 0455 - bR AR A1 DEM 3l o o, A 7R A 1 R $ds sk
IR S IR R BR AT E 30 KA HE AR AR B L 7S 55 AU 4R (CLCD) 1985~2024 hit(hi A 1.0.4),
% 2024 SEFEHAR T 2025 4F 8 HIE=URAG, #d4E DOI A https:/doi.org/10.5281/zenodo. 15853565, =% ]
FEEEIAS] 30 2K; DEM ¥ @& il ik H A5 WU S W 7 TF R M LRI (TAXA) I S 2t bl o9 T 2 (Advanced
Land Observing Satellite, ALOS)ZRHUK], HA 12.5 K4 #3507 i B4 Y (Digital Elevation Model, DEM)
ol RENE VR S Hh BRI IR b T AL AR = B AR A

F T HE R GEE IS AT, 2O AE T8 R F 285 5 5 4R b P B 35 2 i) ) 2 1) S Bk
AR FARFE ArcGIS 10.8 P&, KA 2R BN Hrk LR FH 28 Al DEM B8 & 24— AR 2% R
NRHMTLRARVE, B S AR AR R AR, Gl R o A TR R T R SRR S s S
FER BRI, MR R AR B A RS 2R, R A 7 R Scdi SR B ) Bkt oA, FRRE R
JTH Bk A B 2 S HOE N - B2 TR 2 5, I J LA RN R E L, SeOUBh b B B 5 3L iy kb ity
W BE R R, @XM R EE B Ed SR, SRR G S R EE N I B
FURL K oy A8 B, O JG B VPR TR o A A 35 B S5 AL R AR SR 1t 1 IR S () 2R B s S 4%

23. BIRFESPRRTFLENARE 2

AWFR L 30 Ko He LR FHEE 5 12.5 K4 #5238 DEM S EAT 25 81 B 4, AN R 4 i 1)
% 6] 4 $ 6 A DU O AS 7] 3 G il SR — € R AN e P, 32 BRI AE M T TR - $ 5 A b B e 1 DU
PIANTITH . TEHDTE DR 732 U210, 12.5 2Kk DEM A4 G898 40 21 ot JE2 &2 (R, 17 30 K bR I #iE 1)
WA B TCAE TR, 4 e A B b T J8 PR U IC 2 AIOKS BE R b BN, 2> Hh LS ot B e o £ 5 2/ A2
WREEREN, SECBHBEH I S8 4 T2tk X DURS v S BB s i s S B, T AR b
EAR RN LI B AR BE S X33, X PP I BN 2 A B o i AR VI 45 S 5 SE Bt AR A /NIE w22 . S8
MM, ASWEFUR AR T X BE AR b b T B2 200 A WA, 23 BT B0 iR X (R) . 3 P 25 4 25 Wb T
BEEE, T AR — S BB R B, 43 HE AR AN DTy SR AR AR RE A 22 7E 2 WL RUBE B e o3 B vh 2 4 55 4L,
AN ECEHEHLLE 1000~1200 m 4R 0°~6° 3 FE AR H 43 A A% O ARFAIE

3. FRFG*
3.1. Z=EEmMHHE
SRR BT RS B ARG — M T4 — 2 A SRS, KAk 2 B A R @ P
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I E R EEH TR B ES, AR EREN SR AR ARV, XA 5%k A0 B KR
JUTT B0 A5 B S 3 2y R B Bn, A — AR BB AT 2 W 7 L B A v SR RS R S, TR AR )1
T IR B AR AS TS 5 i e ) P o i 2 () o6 R X 8 A A — il
3.2. EEMRIERR
3.2.1. #tiieE

HE RO 34 5 32 B 4 B A R S T BT P (S — R R BB ) M M R 1 0 A 25 S T R o
. HabHEEE A AR 9 AR R R BT AR, S T b AR PR g B 5 AR S AR 5 K. T
HARWR:

4,
D, ==x100 1
1 (M

A, DARERES | S HRE R RO OC S AR bR, B A8 hm¥km? . AR TS L A A%
AphE: Horh, A ARAZIIEAF R A BB ST AR (AL km?), L TUARZRAZ SR T 7 ) A i A T AR (PR Ao -
km?). WK, D B S PR RIEE R IEAIOCR, RIBMEAOR, TR 12 DX Ik A B 2 ) 2 A
b, LA SRR AL S B Bk 52 .

3.2.2. HIBRERE
B ZE B R RN B HR AL R S () R B AR bR, F T OB RO AE MO T D) 81 R 9l 2 1] pie /N B B AR IR
Blo ZAE AR IE L BT B HOTH AR Y O BEER B R AR, THFEA RN
N,

F=-1 2

] 2)
Arh, FARES | SO HAE RO BB fa bR, tHEAA N km?2. Horh, N ARAZ SR N
BEH B, A AN IR SR . F B, K% X S i AR R ey, (]
TEIEPERES, XU U AL B B 1) 20 P e

3.2.3. IR
Mo BREUE — NS TR bR, B YEIH BRI 34 B 22 B UV (2, DT B 25 0 1) e
H S 25 0 B U R . B8 A T HEE SR EZ BN ERR, HHEARNA:

1

F
S =—LxK 3
b 3)

A, SRR | FIBER L R B R EL,  Herh R Dy 235508 I T SCE SRR B S A
W, K NSRRI SRS 2RI A X PR AR R — 02 “RILB EIRE T R # g
HAARIX” 53— MRS LT T RIS X7 5 S BUE RO, Ui B SR AE 23 1] _E A5
R S SRR B e

4. FINIHH I FFEEE D HE RO
4.1. FHtiERE 537 HFE

4.1.1. F)THHHb=E S RIER
B 1 SRR T A 2 1) 0 AR 5 V0, )1 T B 7 4 ) 20 A b S 0 6 35 A R A 58 5 1 e Ak 20 A
FHE A o 52 K B L AAR L 43 0k 2% 8 4 s VR FE B S, i pb IF AR 54, e BBl
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Wes R v, B KB T AR PRI 2t . LA SOE VL R SR 5 s . M A TS 1
B 5L NTE H A B 2 738 7 A K — 2 KRR SR (A, 120 SR ARG - PHRGAE ), BT HE AP
e, MR RN AR A P (R dr ik AHECZ R, BlAE HR 1) 2R 78 00 e i LD MV, Bz st AR 1)
WS FTOIEL, o AR AR H O s ) T BOIR RJm A L TR 3h Ba 45 rh - WSE S RO REROE S .
T LRV ) A L bt 3otk 1) 23 ATARFAE AN EL AR S B 1 R 1T L 5 SR b 3R R SRR b B R K
BRI, R AL E SR R 2 G20 T L Se i F U0 ER T K 2 R AL 2 A

Bl

- i

— FIFTBLR

PR Rl MRS ERPOK 2 W IR S PR B R 22 2 B R A 1 FP [ 30 K R 4R - B 25 B0 4E(CLCD) 1985~2024 (it
7 1.0.4) (https:/doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.15853565).

10 km

Figure 1. Spatial distribution of arable land in Lichuan City
L F)I =8 53 F 1B R

4.12. HHEHEIEIHHER

A PR A TR R (A& R I R 12—, R TRk e 3 B (A b 28R fE 800~1400 m /& HE
[XTE], 1000~1200 m fRFE X AHEHE &5 P de . AL 2 RT @2 B At il 535 1 R TRk s A oA
RKAG, BEHHE RIS R B R X R B SRR A 4 A TR 1000~1200 m 2 [A] A b T RR s
391.71 km?, DAFEIT 47 1 H0(48.38%) ¥ o5 L e A ) 1 7 i B R0 AR P~ T b . ALY R &
800~1400 m iX— /=2 X 6], SEPAAMIRHMES AR, ZERICE T 2WL) 3% BB, #E7 R
AN S Z M A MR, SRR XS A WM BT, MRS T 400 m TR HESZ
PR MO A= 4%, #FHL 5 ELAUR 0.08%, T T 1800 m F DX 35k U IR S FE4 K w3 R & FHhIE A 4air,
AR 0.3%. IXFPH SR/ A BRI K IR LA AT AR Ry, ANCEDUL S 1 ) 17 Lt b wd A A g 52
ZAFIBAE R, BIRZIHEIR T 1000~1200 m 40 B A 935~ 00X AR Sy 4 T AP AR JRE 1 45 b AT
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Figure 2. Distribution of elevation classes in Lichuan City
B 2. FNTEESRIHIER
Table 1. Elevation distribution table of arable land in Lichuan City
= 1. F)IHHtSES R
PR A X ] (m) [ (km?) itk
<400 0.664218 0.08%
400~600 47.98577 5.93%
600~800 69.86213 8.63%
800~1000 90.51988 11.18%
1000~1200 391.7123 48.38%
1200~1400 109.9673 13.58%
1400~1600 80.4478 9.94%
1600~1800 16.01819 1.98%
1800~2000 2.418183 0.30%
>2000 0 0.00%
B 809.5957 100.00%
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4.1.3. $MIRE SRS HIER

I PR R ) 240 4 B R O U (R T B VIR 22—, R T 30 2 ) S 30 A P
. T e 3 ) TR A G A I LS A 2 R T R A R T LUK, B oA
ORI BE S R N T SR BRI A AT 71.62% K0 & R 6" LA NI BN, Hrp
0°~2° X [A] LA 302.00 km? FITHIAR G488 1 37.30% 04380, & P XA o7 e i) 3= Z A2 v tthy, i 2°~6° X [A] ]
L 34.32%) i LB S o xR “HAT A7 BB IEAE R ER 2% () B BB T B B R . MR T
WA E R O M2 R, BEEHIEYE R 67 UL 2T, BRI 46 W 4R s, U 15°~25°11)
BEIE B & L OB 2 1.67%, TR T 25°F X 38327 BT [ SRR FHE MRIBUR FOK TARFEAL LR, B Hh i AR
2.32km?, A HCFHA. 28 BRTIR, R HEHAT R R I B R0 “RP MR 1B, 0°~6° 4Ry
AT AR i ik (1 AR A 23 ]

5
0-2°
2-6°

e 6-15°

— . 15-25°

10;fom - 25

B R kIR #R3E DEM Z¥s 21 (https://search.asf.alaska.edu/#/) -
Figure 3. Distribution of slope classes in Lichuan City

3. FINTHRE N BRI 1E

Table 2. Slope distribution table of arable land in Lichuan City
= 2. P HEE Ak

W) B4t [ B (km?) L
0~2 302.0015 37.30%
2~6 277.8159 34.32%
6~15 213.9829 26.43%
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15~25 13.4803 1.67%
>25 23152 0.29%
Bk 809.5958 100.00%

4.2. HEBE ST

42.1. EEEFRHRBE

AL B e T X R SR I A (I, R )1 T B A A A e A A R R B
RIGIREEL) . SN B AR . MR 3 SR iSSPt R8s Bk E, A midtth P &
3.05 hm¥km?, {HAS[FEEHR X AR 0 2 S ik, HOF R E O R BLH B B IR R S 34, gk
400~600 m [X AL 9.80 hm¥km? (LA N R AT 2 1, Wil FIKF, RECHZER B A PS5
iR R T A A2 7= 2 A B bk . FF R B B K A% O X3 B R T =7, B R 35 5 R B H R
RS, EAR 1000~1200 m X A]EE L EOR AR B R4 1 4.70 hm%/km? SR, H— Bk
A 1600 m, PRI (FRENVEZE 1.11 hm¥km? BLF, JGIHAZ 1800~2000 m X IR A 0.82 hm%km?, 5
o VR A L X A R RRE IR FE AR . 2F BRI, )1 TR A 3R R R M B AT T T AR
IR, AR PR SRIR 5] 75 iR X PR 5 2 RO (R R BT 4 i Bt b o A7 5 88 1) 2 TRTHE B2

Table 3. Arable land dominance by elevation class

3. BEEFRAMIMEE

R (m) Bt i A (km?) F 3 A (km?) PEFH BE (hm?/km?)
<400 0.6642 45.8541 1.448507
400~600 47.9858 489.546 9.802102
600~800 69.8621 1642.356 4.253773
800~1000 90.5199 3330.113 2.718223
1000~1200 391.7123 8340.438 4.696544
1200~1400 109.9673 7017.579 1.567026
1400~1600 80.4478 3900.989 2.062241
1600~1800 16.0182 1441.321 1.111355
1800~2000 2.4182 294.138 0.822131
>2000 0 0 0
Bt 809.5958 26502.45 3.054796

42.2. BIREFLHASE

F TR A5 BE AR I R 4y 2 b 3 BE I I BE~F R hy m FEAE 5R AN R3S 20 ) R AR 35 B 4 A &2
DL RIZL RIS 3 . INFE 4 B3 RESE AT AR A FER G, 0°~2° M P2 3 iy 2 4 Th Bk b 7 A (1 468
XPHEC, AR EIA 17.147 hm¥km?, AMUZHE AT FIKF, B2 AR E S R B s H 2 A,
AR T RN T LX L b ) s BE T R SR LRI o B S I, B o A7 5 T 4 2 R 1
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DL LT RO IRIETE L, 2°~6° XAl I IL 35 L A PR FRAE 4.143 hm?/km? (AL RKF, (HERI BRI
T, — B3N 67, Bt ILS EEBECTLIF B N, £ 1525 X [AI{UR 0.407 hm*/km?, &
o H BRSO R A A P s S T RIVEHE R o 2R B RrIR, A Bk L 5 R SRR T T SR T R
HIZARSC AR, XML 6 NIR T R B Ak R, IRZIE R 1 LAl “E T EpE” ByIE LA LL R AL #t
b B FS S 1L T F 4 00 6

Table 4. Arable land dominance by slope class

4. BEWEFRAMMEE

L) FEHh A (km?) + Hh i A (km?) 135 % (hm?/km?)
0~2 302.0015 176125 17.147
2~6 277.8159 6705.129 4.143334
6~15 213.9829 14264.27 1500133
15~25 13.4803 3310.223 0.407232
>25 2.3152 429.1371 0.539501
it 809.5958 26470 3.05854

4.3. HRFEHE S

43.1. EEfETEE

RV T AP bt bt e S 55 R T A ) b SR I PR PR Sk AR, AR % i AR XA R 4 A R I
MR AR 25, AT PR EUE N 41.664 Bi/km?, W7 5 & mfE B R EUS (R RE, LT
R 1000~1200 m Z [8] PIAZOBHEIX, HWERFHUELCN 24.748 Hikm?, @& T 4T FRIKTF, it iZif
TRBL P X b AR K B A B, )1 T 3 B M et i AR Ly o 5 IR, 400~600 m X [8] F)
FHUEWBAT 18.068 Hikm? PIHBAR/KF, [FIFERIH RIS TERENE . SR, — IR A PR S,
TR AR IR R AT IME T /L, FECT 400 m (IR 7 1, FHEIRIM A 156.579 Hv/km?, 1fifm T 1600
m [T XERIAE] T 128.479 Hi/km?, HZELE 1800~2000 m X [AHFF 2 244.810 Hi/km?. %5 FFTiR,
)T 1 S O 5 R P I R R AR ZRME DR R, 1000 m 7 A 13E B Y S B RIAS (b 2278 1
B DI, 77 v A AR i X 458 U R 3 2 Ja 24 7)) 5 S5O0 S22 T RM P8 R ) IR A AT S 3

Table 5. Plot fragmentation by elevation class

=5 BEEMRTERHE

RS (m) BEHL TR (km?) PESREE R i B2 B (BYkm?)
<400 0.6642 104 156.5793
400~600 47.9858 867 18.06785
600~800 69.8621 2600 37.21617
800~1000 90.5199 4533 50.07739
1000~1200 391.7123 9694 24.74775
1200~1400 109.9673 8614 78.33238
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gk
1400~1600 80.4478 4669 58.03763
1600~1800 16.0182 2058 128.4789
1800~2000 2.4182 592 244.8102
>2000 0 0 0
pegn 809.5958 33731 41.664

4.3.2. SHEMRTHE

R ) v B bt e 2 P A A [R] 45 55 S5 0 ) e S 8 165 0 T A B e A, B0 b b B 2 5 R 7 % 33 B X )
PR A3 AT 2L W SR R 5 0 B RARRAIE . R 6 SRR BB B R, 2l T HE A
41.21 Jykm?, i35 N IR 0°~2° 31X 4 7 50 S8 B I e i i X e, R HUE A 9.34 Hykm?, i
KT AT PR, RO %3 BT A AR K B2 T UL . SRTM, — B3 REES R 27X — I
Fh R, MR EORE (A RSP IME Y s — BT, 20~ XMW IRIG 2 53.76 Hykm?, TE| [
15°~25° (S as , B0 2 mih 81.89 Hykm?, Som M T R HEVE 4 1) (e 200 &1 (AR
A, ERT 25 MMM X, ZHUE &M EVE R 30.67 Hikm?, WS KN Z 1B BHE MR SR B EUR R
W, 1% X3 A7 R S B D, R IR A 22 LTk, RN T B BU% 53 % 2 1A
AAERR BRI IEAN DG OG 2R, AR 17 IR RS AR A0 3 5 v B2 X RO A FEE AR T F, 17 B X B, VR ZI4B 7R T 1l
iy AV AE S 2% TR 29 3T 1R S50OU A R A

Table 6. Plot fragmentation by slope class
6. BINEHRTHE

WREEL() i T A (km?) PEHHCR () Ha BRF B (H/km?)
0~2 301.0015 2810 9.3355
2~6 276.8159 14,881 53.7577
6~15 212.9829 14,582 68.4656
15~25 12.4803 1022 81.8892
>25 2.3152 71 30.6669
join 809.5958 33366 41.21316

4.4. MRS BEEH ST

4.4.1. EEEHRSBEER

)1 T B b b e 2y O B P I E S SR A R S AR X MR I ZE R E K. MR 7 & mfth sy
BURE B, ST Hb-F I 2 8de ECN 403912, 7RI 1000~1200 m 13X — 4 7 HF AR AR H 1A% 0o
W, S BRBACA 23.5855, AR T AT FIK -, M % X 45k P B b 43 A fe R S50 s A 4 1 B
400~600 m AR Bt DL 16.2969 FIMRARKUE R I M AR IRAH . SR, — BLIREHR ) B X A1 24,
B BfH SR B T B R K, R T 400 m AMRIEIR X I8, iZ48 B0 TT & 154.3071, TAE 1600
m UL R, A BRI IITE 127 LB, EETE 1800~2000 m [X ik F] 242.7992 FIUE(H . 45
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JIvid, R0V A ) 2 ) S HSORE P 5 A v S R L A AR R MESC R, 1200 m DR O 3E BLIRF AT 2 B
b 1AL Py A R0 < DX T 5 T A )79 65 ) Rt TG S 2 B - 50 e 2 30 1 A P82 9IS 5 20 BRI A% )RS

Table 7. Plot dispersion index by elevation class

* 7. SRRSO HIER

RS (m) 34 B (hm2/km?) HHR U (HY/km?) Hhbe sy BiHE
<400 1.448507 156.5751 1543071
400~600 9.802102 18.0679 16.29687
600~800 4253773 37.2162 35.63311
800~1000 2.718223 50.0774 48.71618
1000~1200 4.696544 247478 23.58551
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1400~1600 2.062241 58.0376 56.84072
1600~1800 1.111355 128.4789 127.051
1800~2000 0.822131 244.8119 242.7992
>2000 0 0 0
st 3.054796 41.664 40.39125
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Table 8. Plot dispersion index by slope class
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WPERER() % B (hm?/km?) PR Hu BRIy AR 2L
0~2 17.147 9.30459 7.709131
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6~15 1.500133 68.14563 67.12336

15~25 0.407232 75.81434 75.5056
>25 0.539501 30.6669 30.50145
Bk 3.05854 4121316 39.95264
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