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Potentiality of farmland consolidation and development strategy in southwest hilly
area in China: A survey in Hechuan district, Chongging city

DENG Ziyi, HUANG Yun®
(College of Resources and Environment, Southwest University, Chongqing 400716, China)

Abstract: Based on the quantity potential calculation method on increased farmland coefficient, the pre-evaluation
method of increased agricultural land classification factors and with the data of Hechuan district Chonggqing city, this
study analyzed the quantity potentiality and quality potentiality of farmland consolidation in southwest hilly area and its
development strategy. The results show that the potentiality of farmland consolidation in China’s southwest hilly area is
relatively large; the potentiality of the shallow hill area is less than 0.6, while that of the low hilly area 0.3~0.6 and the
hilly edge area is less than 0.3. According to these results, it is suggested to divide the farmland into three regions
according to different potentials and put forward developing strategies. Specifically, to enhance the overall arrangement
of the supporting policy and funds for the area needed arranging in short term, to improve the supporting infrastructure
in the appropriate area planned in medium term, and to set up special fund for consolidation as well as broaden

financing channels for farmland consolidation for the land needed arranged in later period.

Keywords: land consolidation; land evaluation; potentiality calculation; potentiality classification; the hilly and

mountainous region of Southwest China
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