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Abstract
tion land remediation, and the theoretical remediation potential of the whole city was calculated to be 18 428.67 hm®, which accounted for
30.21% of the current rural construction land area. Through the establishment of rural construction land remediation potential correction model,

Taking Xuchang City as an example, the per capita land use estimation method was used to analyze the potential of rural construc-

the theoretical potential was revised from the three aspects of nature, society and economy, and the actual remediation potential of the city was
9 425.37 hm’
method was used to divide the potential areas. Among them, grade I potential areas involved 28 townships in the whole city, and the actual po-

accounting for 15.45% of the current rural construction land area and 51.15% of the theoretical potential.The four-quadrant

s

tential area was 5 457.75 hm” , this kind of area was the first demonstration area of comprehensive land improvement in Xuchang City.
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Table 1 Correction coefficient index weight of rural construction land remediation practical potential
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Table 2 Estimation results of rural construction land remediation potential of each county ( city, district) in Xuchang City
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Table 3 Classification summary of rural construction land remediation

potential in Xuchang City
WG S AR AR

bk 1 A4 .
i) %”& Z %E‘ Actual Supplementary it
Potential Township al ultivated Percentage
level PN p()t(‘:nzld cultivate , %

hm land area// hm
I 28 545775 5 184.86 57.90
I 868.25 824.84 9.21
I 7 549.31 521.85 5.83
v 35 2 550.06 2 422.56 27.06
411 Total 76 9 425.37 8 954.11 100

3 #it5itie

A N A= DTk S BN S e B R = R [ = M R =
AT E IS R AFIETE 1k 18 428.67 hm”, (5 BLIRA AT
FRU LR 30.21% . 3 52t # 37 A H 1 LR 498 )
BIERIRL N B 2R 3 28 3 AT o BRI i it T e
IE, B &5 834 B T A A i B B S o
9 425.37 hm® , 5 BLARA R S AR B 15.45% , o5 PG T
T8 51.15% VF B TH 45 £ FH BRI 7 A0 R/N B e T B0IR



180

BHOR A A

2022 &£

ORI HUAL, BRI, B T Ty R R o T BRI 78 )

AT AT LAMS IR A fE R UE . 7575 18 3 4K 2 T Rl 255 A

U2 MRS AR AR TS BARR SRR RTOL T 50 A B B4 5 (77 DX IR A i i

x4 FETEE(T.X)RTEZAMEBERENLS
Table 4 Summary of rural construction land remediation potential of counties ( cities, districts) in Xuchang City hm®
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Fig.2 Spatial distribution of classification of rural construction land remediation potential in Xuchang City

AR IS S 2 2 R . % XM AR I, M
S, 28T S TR, S e B EA  , BF R TR
R BT ABLSE U SRR o R B BHCAR Jrer B o i AU X 4
N IR 2SI , & B BORCAR, SRl N H He
1757, 33 46 R 3R 2T BB B AR A B S 1 )
N FEMBLER B PURIAR S £ BUR T Ik XAk, RE & fHUE
TR, RS THE R HRZ SRR 988, B
WA R RZBE AR, B2 NGl A7, X
PR BTS2 BB NI B AN ST R AR EE
TSR (BRI & SRR T fg X, & BB A
BUR, B IZBE A S, AL 2 B 5 A B IRAR R 52
e, NEREHIAL 2 , SRR AT B IR 30 DIV E AN,
BUSETEES) RUARE — Bt B T R X - R IX, 5 T
B, NI BRSSO 2, AN RS2 A R &,
2 N =l X AT RS2 AR i DRI B T G B
SR o R L SR FZ I SR R B AR
BRI T A5 SR S BT 44 B DX SEBR DR AT, HAT AR
SRS

T LASS & SRR SE R T R RS SR LR 2 AR AR
(RSE- B RAR o, SR DU B2 X # A T il A P Hop
19038 111X 8 S 4 28 > S 48, BRSL T ) 5 457.75 hm®, %3
XIS, 5 TR AT B HLApr s s, e Aok i
M ZE A REIR B A TR X, N R A% D TR TR A T
JEHIRBORREE

ISP A R P b o4 114 6 B2 ST 5 B AR i ok 2
FEHE, 2 2T T & B R S — 0 3 FH bR
WEC160 m?/ ), BLARARAE T T8 70 3845 SR (4 /A S ek AT e
PR 20T 4% 2 B MR bR 22 50 . I rE 4 s
AR TR B — 20 X 3 AN TR) S B FH AR o 1Y) 25 Sk, SR B
B4 S PR RIS bR . AN, NS RT HE 5 P s v
NSE— AR, # B B RIFR ) (GB 50188—
93) ANFA A 2 FH M [ PR 150 m?/ A, B0 S Pk 35X AN
TR T B — B K i P, 5 B SR B G T A b
R b ) BRSO RS, PR A S8 A 15 FH b
W B M SCBR ARG, A, 5 T B A DC L , 3 S A

(F4:% 184 W)



184 B A

2022 &£

JE 3% 2 AN FEARRAFAE LER I S (4 TR, b R o 8 iy J LA
o PEAR X 22 , 3 Beas SRR AV, I 0 AR AR A AN TR AR
FRT5 G MRS RS, FERIBEIGAT 15 5238 , A T 3048 AN 3
{7 HAEZS SO RS

RENGTFR AR A 3 G —, Nm IR i R (15
53>80 1) , FRAA ; G, NJE IR i B — i (757078 60~ 80
O AR BRI T VB s S, NSRRI (1585 <
60 73) A PG
3 HFit5itig

THTFE AT FE A A 53R AR R RIS A DXIR
A ATTHLRS 58, VR T R0 R T S DA e 2R
Bif 16 DPFAN 5 RO IEAG AN B , 314545 10
FEBRAAEL S AR , DU 245 3T s ) A DA s 2R Uk
RS FREE (0.462 8) > 5 AF PR (0.342 0) > e fitl B¢ i
(0.134 5) >4t X7 H(0.060 7) o 515JZ 16 A PFHY IR T (94X
A e AR A U S bR BE 5 A (0.263 6) >3RI LA
(0.193 4) >=5 5 i (0.154 1) > A FEE AL (0.075 5) >iE
FEAZIH (0.059 1) >F HHETH (0.052 5) >/K Fi & (0.045 1) >H4
Wi (0.033 6) >HEJZT-HBAE ST (0.031 1) > B3R A I 0
(0.022 7) ># 545 45.(0.020 5) >FEEARM A (0.019 3) >Jim fT i
1 (0.012 9) > B 22 £ R K (0.006 8) > 3 Ak i il i 15
(0.006 2) >3C4RiE 5 (0.003 4) o FZXFRBIFT BT 3L,
FHESZERIR— R (ONRIREL R BT 5% FLas BRI 1
BYRE ORI R — ) s A PR R E =
FNJEAGI RS ) o BRRT BN XA RN S5 2R
B — .

PZWTTERE RSN XA BB B S PR35 T 2 81 1 ok #)
[, 25 A OGBS 1, i A N PR LR S PR R,
Je AN TR B FEAS AN TR (9 ¢ FEARFAE , RERIBOR R XA i B

HE OB IS0 b B A A A A SRy i ] XN B85 A
TRVEAT, B NI PUSETE — b s oo R 48 5 F
IR L O, AT R A XU 15 5 A R L BRI
U RS, 51 A R F3h &5, 8450 RiRE ik
HPEEAA ARS8 22 S AN e E R AR R R Y T R AR
B2 10BN W N = S B B2 A O N AP o A RO o o NE Y
B WINA U B SRS S R A RAETEENEE

QO NJEAEE TR — AR FE R AN TR, 3% S A A ST

ERY 2R, S A SOR BT %, @ NEIRE 22 Mk

[a) U, TR R A B3, R & 35 & R LR TR

X, AT UEE S — 2R £ BV RO O BB TR, T 5 | — e

IR Y S Y N Y e O T B s S e N = N e

B3 m AR

S &0k

[1] Z=Po4, T g fsrp EF G ARG ER A AAREILHI L) .78
FARF AR (SRR ,2019,45(2) 113-22,195.

[2] E#ERGEARN NEERGATRTZT] D] B 3R, 2019.

[3] SRnfefk:, SR, e, L NEREES 2 RNEHEL) ] imiEi), 2017,
41(3) :103-108.

[4] FREIE, 20T, B, 5. T EBUR A NENR A EBCR MBS
FFEL )] R (2R RERR) ,2019,47(4) :120-130.

[5] T4, 0 A B RRE G I T BUIR SR B [ ] A R80T,
2019,35(10) :166-170.

[6] EragHr, MitE s , XINDA, % ER E A SR SR NEIAEEEEE
SN USH BRI T 5 H00 ) ] ASCHEEE, 2016,31 (1) :81-88.

[7] T, IMELR NEIRGEENS NIt L C// b EE R AR
BT D 2 P S TR A A H L 25 01 2 2019 4R4F
SIS R EE RS A SI R T T L 1 £, 2019: 169~
177.

[8] A, IR ARA NBEAE I S MR =7 [ ) ] 2 i oe,
2019,7(3) :66-78.

[9] HbEE, &5k, 258, . P E B R AT NESMRESA TN B A Rt 3
[V AESRA IR, 2015,31(6) :835-843.

[10] 4k, i, 3K T AHP RIESSIREGE R S NEFRE

SAIEAFT L) ] BB 51, 2017,47(16) :100~107.

(L% 180 )
Rk —2L 311,

RS AR TAR SR & 555 K 8, etk &
— AR R FEEINT 27 55 2 RIS ARmE A2 by
NEEAFIAMEEFE, B XER, B, b gz Hb
IR IR 1/ 2 R A e ) PRIE R BE g , A 46 ol 22 HE
b eI b BOR SCRE R E L TAEB, LR AR
I A 4R AL L, Vel AR B A BP0 B R 25 A T2
TABBEHCEIATE T, M RARSE
5% 0k

[ 1] SR, B, e, S A R R R B IR0 DL R A I = 2
JFHODC BT AL, 2014, 30( 11) - 108~ 115.

(2] w7, SRR, AR, S R S B ) A B IE SIS LI
ST AT ] HFE41, 2012,67(4) :490-503.

[3] #lk 7N R A E N e B E S ST ] 2Rt f
,2017,45(20) : 185-189.

(4] PNTHE, JERE, BEEEAR. PRI AR R B r BT I i 043 X
WG ARG BB ) ] 3042 TAERITST,2018,3(8) :17-21.

[5] SRATHRARATE S R 78 ST : AR s I X A 1
(]2 ,2019,35(4) :13-16.

[6] ERES JETLER, BRILR. N 2 Bped s PR A B b Ry
NIRRT NGRS 4855,2013(24) :10-11, 14

(7] BRI, ki, S iR s e T i B RN S B A B B i)
LRSI [T ] L5 ARV F R, 2020,48(19) :6-11.

(8] #ibih, TP A R RS MRS IS e b 4 [ ] 78
Al Al 2017,56(20) :3941-3946.

BRI KA I T] PRk ( BERERAR) ,2008,30(6) 1 141-
147.
[10] BXEZR FERITRKEX A ER ARSI [ D] E K7
R A, 2009.
[11] BEEE MR, RS2 A5 A R A A TR R S 5%«
DUREETT A T].) A1l ,2008,7(3) 12~ 16.
[12] it AR A T O SR [ T ] i 4 2, 2014,
35(1) :37-40,45.
[13] &4FH, SO, =, 5 2L T 2 R R LA THNERR B AR A B
S 1] TTH RS 2018 ,46( 16) :311-314,
[14] 25 P HTT AR R S D SRR T ] A 25T SR
#,2018,29(15) :28-30.
[15] %, Bt HIEsaTs T RST  LASERRE 551 D 140N - el
Fell ke, 2013,



