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Tab. 1 Grade classification of evaluating factors of the soil capabilily
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Thb. 2 Grade dassification of evaluating factors of the soil capability (soil classification)
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Tab. 3 Area statistics of evaluating result of soil capability
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Study on the Land Capability Evaluation of Heyuan City

WU Shun-hui, DAI Jun, GAN Hai-hua, HU Yue-ming, WEN Zhi-ping
(College of Natural Resources & Environment, South China Agric. Univ., Guangzhou 510642, China)

Abstract: The study evaluated land resources of Heyuan city using the theory and method of land capability evaluation.
The results indicated: superior ] and I grades land resources were in lack. Most land quality was below average,
belonging to IV and V grades. The limited cultivated lands must definitely be protected and improved. Afforestation

should be conducted with measures suited to local conditions.

Key words: Heyuan city; land resources; land capability evaluation
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GIS-Based Regionalization of Red Soil Resources of Zhejiang
Province and Strategies for Its Use in Agriculture

HU Yue-ming', DAI Jun', WANG Ren-chao®, LI Yong-tao'
(1 College of Natural Resources and Environment, South China Agric. Univ., Guangzhou 510642, China)
(2 Remote — sensing and Information Technique Institute, Zhejiang Agric. Univ., Hangzhou 310029, China)

Abstract: Based on the technique of Geographic Information System (GIS), red soil resources (RSR) of Zhejiang
province were classified to 84 types by computer — aided overlay analysis and qualitatively evaluated by combination with
mathematic models. The agricultural regionalism system and method were advanced and the division was carried out on
the basis of classification and evaluation. Six regions and twenty subregions were divided. The characteristics of and

strategies for agricultuval use for each region were discussed.

Key words: geographic information system (GIS); Zhejiang province; red soil resources; agro — use regionalism
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