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Abstract

This paper evaluates the fertility of cultivated land in the Pingtan Integrated Experimental Area by
applying GIS technology and comprehensive index method. The results showed that the fertility
level of cultivated land in the Ping tan Integrated Experimental Area is poor, and the main level is
from five to six. The main limiting factors are lean, drought, sandy, water logging, salt limitation
and mineral nutrients imbalance. Improvement measures are proposed to provide the basis for
rational utilization of cultivated land resources of the Pingtan Integrated Experimental Area.
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1. 5|

SR AR G R AN R, E R I 342 km?. & 2011 4, “FEM NI 407 T,
el Mok A B 12.9 5N, BT RN 8612.11 hm? [1], Bl#E E 550 T 45 492 i X AR K e
I Msiti, PRI BOT KRS R R AR, AT skt A — 2B 4E 2] [3] [4], MidsiEEE[2]
WL EL T 2005 4, 2014 - FEBHE LG T % 7.96%. Wi F G IR IR, KI5,
BRI, I R RIS, AR RAKRE” R PEIRN KR R 7 AR ) R A
2o BFAEWIZE[S] [6]WF L R W L B Bk, HHbEtE R E s, bR EZE, PR, B,
SRR T R A S E S, skt @ R IR R A, AW R E g A R PR R ), KT
PR BN R 2 -y K. AR A Bl st 3R T 72 [6] [7] [8] [91R %2, 1B P & Bt
Hidb AP BT e, R 2T R AR A [2] [3] [4] [5], SRIZHEZE[6])F) T GIS Xif B e B b /4%,
(EF AR AR oy AR X 3. AR SORYE AT, 5B GIS HURNS PR 255 S50 DR 52 Yt 47 L
VR, TR SRPUIR IR 2 S e S, RN H OO A Z X PR R S R E . Rk
Py . B IE B PR AR R B L B Bk ) A U
2. AIRXEHR

P A s X (X R LI )BT b4 25°15'~25°45', A4k 119°32'~120°10", HbALFg IV #4s 5 rh ilk
PAEAr B, B EERE R, P HBEH R ELE 1785.3 h LI b, FFHSIELR 19.0C~19.9C,
FERIREKEN 1138 mm. #fE 2010 E40iHEE, PE LG9 X BBy 8612.11 hm?, (HiZX tHbi
A 23.16%. 3857 DUBHE XD RS o 32, Hp B E XRb L AR 2464.5 AL, 54X HEH A
HA 37.72%, F&xT M 3295.8 Abi, 54X IR 50.44%.

3. MR A&
3.1. FERBUEEIR

ST 2 A S0 DR R P BIOER B A SRS (LB R 1:5 ) AT X R (EE IR 1:1 7). HugRSs
B X EEEBIR 1:10 J3) I EC 7 sAn A A B (LR 1:1 J3) P LE 65286 X A bk B (EL R
1:1 J3) 2R E B B AR RN A G B (S A B . BAREIR . A% KCE), DA GEHE LA e
Guit vkl JEILEFASTHLE SRR PR, KRR R R S A B SRR SR L
PR AR BER . AR AR S DL R BT SR AR P AR . R AN 7 A SE AR S L6] [7] [8].
3.2. VAR

4R (4 EHH A SR E PR ALY A GRS HHh /A 5 R8P sty %) E
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Figure 1. The map of Pingtan administrative district

1. PEFETHXITHXE

Ry AEAT RUARAE (0 ST AR A ) I S 2 18] 7 A5 22 SR R JELN 432 X A BRI 5 43
B & R ST &, ARy TAR R, ARGE AN S e N SO B AR/ RS b
PR AR R, B E BRI VPR SR K L, IR AT T AR IX ) 15 A 2 4R, 200 MTEU
IR 1
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Table 1. Survey sample points and representative area of cultivated land in Ping tan
=1 FEZEXRXH AT S REANRFRER

B 7

2 B AR fRFHH

“M (hm?/1)
REZS 6 20.02
hrES 36 3473
JbE 23 44.98
[ 4 33.00
N 5 40.45
5k 2 8 50.06
K2 19 56.50
4 31 21.16
FUREL 33 24.43
KA 47 19.98
IR 2 92.15
AT 30 18.25
HE 2 12 14.09
P 15 36.62
TR 23 23.33
Bt 294 529.75

33. MIRAE

& B MapGl1S6.5. ARC/GIS ¥t hnifl & BT s IR B SR I O S icdhs . @ Sr it kb ) o7
M 580 LA B R A a2 [ J8 PR EHE 22« 8518 DPS Seih 1Atk B FH BRI PR | 4 /R 20 R IR TV (AHP).
AR HOE R S i, BEAT VRO R SRR s B . B IR TR MR AR AL . PPN B TR
EH IR BEEREE TS, SERCPR LR G S X B A 5 00RO, IRAE SRR b4 A IR AR T b
MR, ek R H SR AL Fioxs #[10] [11] [12].

3.4. T EIR R AN ENTRE

EAEHHI PPN R TR R E . ERE. MXRUENE. BHEAESER N, SRR & A B h
WA 5 FEI T XA R AR E G A P R TR R, BRSSP 11 X S A 0 ) 22 7
Je s Bk 77 B RR L, SR A ARE 2R SRV 22 H DXI03 ) 22 S R . B st it g S 5 0 25 1) TR 74
DNER IX B T VRA [R5 o AR 0 S X BRI A A A . B AR MIR L T
ARGURIAR FH B A 55 4 A J7THSE 17 /SR A 8] [10] (FE LA 2). M4 R i S B8, Jdid e sr
JEREERE L BB R S R IR BRI E RO W E R AT E IR, RIS S PR T AL A

3.5. #tith hES&FEN5ER

N IR B0 HE & VA ST R 25 G b 73 R 2 (IF1) [10]:
IFI=XF xW, (IFI NZE&H a4, FOoRss i MV F 1908, WoREE | MR R ALE)

DOI: 10.12677/hjss.2017.52002 16 TRl


https://doi.org/10.12677/hjss.2017.52002

T

Table 2. The weight value and total sorts of the evaluation factors of cultivated land in Ping tan
= 2. PEZEIHXH NN EFRNEERSHF

2 W 1 P AR HE 2 PR F AR e
g 0.0388 14
1) 0.0494 10
Fedh % 0.1747

IR >10°CH 0.0455 11
JorE # 0.041 12
HHUR 0.078 5
CEC 0.0519 8
7 3% 0.051 9
EEE 0.1009 3
+EEAL IR 0.4597 A2 P 0.04 13
B R 0.0301 15
o ] 5 b 0.0585 6
HihE 0.0244 17
pH 0.0249 16
B 0.1046 2

R TR 0.1569 ]
FEs 2 5 0.0523 7
Hepihe 0.0841 4

ey 0.2103

RHDEARE AT 0.1262 1

H I FAR 2 GO ERF B ER & 3 4R B AT IR BT, BT &t 0 Fa ) 0 AR, AR 20 A
2 FR) B S e BT T 3 S DO 3 1 SR ) S k) 00 D9 © ANEE S, I S AR ISL A R A v (L
W 3).

4, ERESH
4.1, FEEE SN X b IFMN

P RS ORI X 2010 AERHHUS IR N 8621.11 hm?. % 4 YRGS SR L], FEd =, TUH
A THNAT 1109.30 hm?, A X Bk s AR 1 12.88%, (K77 HI . /SR E AN A 7502.81 hm?, |5
A X Bt S AR 87.12%, TR — " HHb. w0, SPE LA S X R R B, DU
AR

W 2 s, SFESEE SR X =SS T AN 5.30 hm?, A A A B g AR A 0.06%, X 50
TP, LRRBCHRPH, EEZ AT Bt b R85 m G AR A B
AR, ZHCEI TR, LIEHKAE RAF, ELRIEALAR AR J AR SR A — M. DU SR M
[ 1104.00 hm?, A ELF S AR 12.82%, FE5 A TRVES . FREMTE 2% S8, LM
FERKWH, EEATT R A R AR R R SRR G i B, A IR %
%, IR EERAR, RAREEIEAE S, (HIEHEK A BRI, AP R AR 3846.19 hm?, |5
AR ER S TR 44.66%, FEOMTHORE. JLEE. KIWZ. FEs . BMEAh %28, +
PR E BB . LR ORI B IRRD L, A T BRI L 3t o B3R Vs & R b B
DA R iEdE BEIX BN, 2230 RS E G 2, TR S B R ML AR . NS R RN 3656.62 hm?,
A BB S R 42.46%, EEAGTACEE. KRS . BKE. 5k MRS, LRRREEDN
CLYRRDH . R ERBE RIS ER B, B0 A T BRI Ll B b5 S & b s B, A R %
2, HIEPALEAR, B T AL, R KA S, BARKEUK, HOKARR, EEMER
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Table 3. The standard of grading of cultivated land in Pingtan
i< 3. PEEZEAIBRX#hih HERKSIRE

25 Ere g WAL E 3 5 (oSS g: IWAEiEE-1
— % >0.860 DY %5 Hhy 0.650~0.720
AR 0.790~0.860 F& 0.580~0.650
=& 0.720~0.790 7NEHh <0.580

Table 4. The grading area of cultivated land in Pingtan
4. PEZEIBX i HERER

e e Mty L H AR (hm?)
=45t IR T4 N
R - - 565.26 240.99
AT - 41.86 255.67 250.06
B % - 15.91 27.15 125.99
Jb e - 14.82 688.11 331.66
K% - - 55.80 146.47
RES . 12.38 60.78 46.97
Fel5 k3% - - 0.01 1.87
Fels 37 - - - 8.05
Kk 2 - 86.05 303.86 683.64
KR - 68.54 142.65 727.91
S - 167.36 381.87
M2 - - 72.31 59.71
PEGE SR X - - 0.56 0.04
T AR 5.30 398.37 186.38 66.04
pist Lot - 39.10 431.18 66.27
TR - 31.74 18.13 134.42
5% % - - 2.49 397.96
kS - 227.86 653.98 368.56
it 5.30 1104.00 3846.19 3656.62

MSBABYICRERR, B TRERXAM, KA, BEMAKTIE, RS HheEs, TR
pakice

4.2. FREETHRXHTREHEFER

ARG Bt ) S BRI AR, TR SR G L0 DORAR A b 398 5B A7 AE LR JL T I 3 ) R
1) “FRGELEX AP SRR, DT HoE: 2) . F5. B0, B, B REEA
Kb BRI R, BIEANURSBIK, Sz, HKEIERE TS, 20708, A7 KR 3)
Pr IR A, B W BE MR AN BT E . KR 5 A, IR A, Sk
By AN B RA EIAEERZ KT, AR AR AT RO R B A S e BT, 2SR A
TREAME LR X IRRILRE 2, ERRETTHITUEFM T, SIREGR I FR M
BERWMRAE IR XA %, I BRI DRI IEA T4, Bt ss7 4.
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Figure 2. The grading distribution of cultivated land in Pingtan
2. FEEEXHRXHE RS
Table 5. The area ratio of cultivated soil in Pingtan
5 PESEIHRXHTIRHRETMALL
SN Fr oy BRI AR LEA] (%)
KB R A Xk A ATARAEE TR A X ARk A R
ES 0 39.03 0.04 61.72 0.04 49.92 13.59 0
& 0 51.64 0.67 38.09 30.54 35.81 70.70 16.21
= 100 9.33 99.29 0.19 69.42 14.27 15.71 83.79
L HRL
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5. &
5.1. &L

AILAED) GIS BOR, S BMITET . Rp/R L. R HTE(ARP)SE, FIH 2 R R RGBT e e
BT SR A S XA R & S 3 v A, S LR S58 . TR 45 R 455 S50 X AR S A4 b
Bz, DMEFHRton T, g = DUSEH 5 AR X AR 12.88%, K™, /NEEt AR X
ML AR 87.12%, T i — ARk AP RGP ZGE . T8, Bk, 5. &
orBR; AR EIEIR Y AN, B B B B AR E

5.2. LERGEXBXPR~Hi RFIAXER

5.2.1. $tXAE B PR~ ERBUEE X R85

BXPFREEG RO, T2, oMb, Bl s REIR R, Sug P IR IR ais i TR,
ok AEYEZ P 1SR AR R i R, SN s AR AN A H R R 1
RERIEMKTIRAE T, SORAGK. KRR AONRHE . HRED 5 HUCR A iR Bt
WA HUAL . POREERACIZE AR R, KRR e, SR RIRAL Ty P R AL i o
YERIEZ, HE URPUR G A, SATE - M. - E -GBS, B MR,

BEXEERG LI X H R o ANty NP TN, SR ETTER AR . AR XCHHE XD LaE
EMEEIR AEF RN, IR BT RO R E A AR 5 4% 2 1 A S R ELOR, [
Ut I B R R A . B GRACAEREA . HE . SRR AT AR T R B R A,
HABAERC R 2 5 AEAE A BRAG BRARAC T HE . DUSERn . ek s B BAS Bei[13] [14] ARFEHH LI A4
o BERFA AN [F) B2 A b A 2 1R 45 It 2 SRR AN R AERHRF Ik A S AR ) 5 IS B EAT & B . 1 T 5
JERE RS SRS B HAh TR, R R BEIE A IE ARG S BE I, LA B IR bR, R
RGN . S IER R SR BHIERC S, BEE R BEIE A R RO B A R AR,
PR R Rt H s W, R U SO 8 A A0t S AT I 30, o 2 BPE Y, IS DA S E Dy Gy Bk
JEFETHLEIEM A S . REMERIRZ, KREMEafFEED, BReBEimmest, REMNHAHULH
R R REAT A LA, BN 3P SRR . IR, Tt XSRS, SRR Mo, B IRE
iy, sURMATIEE 2, B AsE:, GRS, TS AR A HUIE TR & ROE sS4+
JE B . HERAIAL, AR AR R, DA 2 SR, MAEROK, — KRR SE S 3~5
Fo

5.22. —#MX, BEEXE, MRPE~H

PR HH SO AR i i e oe R IRAE, ML R KA, GBI, HlE e X @Rk, s
X P B AR ™ HH o5 R AR o f R I H SE R RIE (e, S — AR, BEARHERE, R e, X
ANEAFEFE IR, ST S, RIS B SRR, RIS SRR E, oG BE R AL
—REWR RN ZEA T, B RNE TRESOE A E, BEAY). REMEMER®, FHEL
Pl RER, ZRBEMEMEEEENSZEN, WA LIRS R IUE X MK RS TR g, 8
TP RE DL SV Y TE RS MR mRATR . SRR REREMR, BRI, 25
HIRHE. ZRIEAN R AT T, dus R HER R AR S Hr .
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