18 2 Vol. 18, No. 2

2011 4 Research of Soil and Water Conservation Apr. , 2011
’ ’ ’
( s 330022)
(D)
) ) 3 (2)
:F301. 24 A :1005-3409(2011)02-0213-05

Analysis on Land Use Changes and Driving Forces in Fuliang County, Jiangxi Province

XIE Fei, SHU Xiao-bo, LIAO Fu-giang, MO Xiao-yu
(School of Geography and Environment, Jiangxi Normal University, Nanchang 330022, China)

Abstract ; This paper takes Fuliang County as the study area. Based on the detailed investigation and social e~
conomic date of land use between year 1996 and 2005, the characteristics of land use changes were discussed
from three aspects including the amount change, the degree change and the benefit change. And then the
driving forces were analyzed by principal component method. The main results are as follows: (1) The farm-
land and construction land are the main types of land use change in Fuliang County, land use degree and ben-
efit change have a certain degree of increase, the land use general trend is almost well; (2) The improvement
of industrialization and urbanization, and the growth of population are the main socio-economic driving
forces, but the improvement of industrialization and urbanization are the most main driving factors.
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