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Analysis of Dynam ic Changeand Dr iving
Forces of Farmland in L oess H illy-gully Region

HAO Shi-long"?, KE Jun® L IBi-cheng', ZHAO X iao-min’
(1 Institute of Soil and W ater Conservation, Chinese A cademy o Science and
M inistry of W ater Resources, Yangling, Shaanxi 712100, China;
2 College o L and Resource and Environment, J iangxi A gricultural U niversity, N anchang 330045, China)

Abstract: A coording to statistical and survey data, land use survey data and TM imagines from 1982 to 2002, dynam ic changes
of quantitative and regional difference of cultivated land and in Shanghuang experiment area during the last 18 years are
analyzed Based upon w hich, themajor driving forces that influence the changes of cultivated land are discussed The results
indicated that the general trend of cultivated land during the past 20 yearsw as decreasing and regional differencesof cultivated
land w as very notable The dynamic change of cultivated land show s sloping fam land change to forest land and grassland,
ome good quality of cultivated land change to high economic beneficial garden plot The increase of population, economic
benefits and land conversion from fam land to forest of grassland are themajor driving forces that affect faim land change
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