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Land use Adaptability Evaluation and Potential Capability

Analysis of Hilly Region in Northeast China
—— An Case Study at Heiniu River Watershed in Southwest Jilin Province

DAT Quan-hou"?, LIU Ming-yi’, WANG Yue-bang’, LIU Guo-bin

(L. Institute of Soil and Water Conservation, Northwest Sci-tech University of Agriculture and Forestry
CAS, MWR, Yangling 712100, Shaanxi Province, China; 2. The Soil and Water Conservation
Institute of Jilin Province, Liaoyuan 136200, Jilin Province, China)

Abstract According to the survey of the land use in Heiniu river watershed, the adaptability of the land use
is assessed, and the productive potentiality and the population—carrying capacity are analyzed. The results
show among the 1 531. 55 hm’ land in Heiniu river watershed, there are farming land 45. 64% , forestry land
40. 5% , orchard land 0. 74 and pasture land 1. 0% . In addition, there is 5. 44% of the land, which has
not been used but can be used for forestry and orchard. There are 87. 33% of the farming lands which arein
middle or low productivity, and have high potential production. A land use plan about rational utilization and
improving the land production in hilly region in northeast China is advised.
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