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Analysis on Dynamic Change and Driving Factors
of Cultivated Land in Jining City

QIAO Qing- wei' ,XU Qing- fu' WANG Zeng- ru* ,MA Jing- jie’, WANYAN Xu - yi?
(1. Shandong Institute and L aboratory of Geological Sciences, Shandong Jinan 250013 ,China; 2. Jining
Bureau of Land and Resources, Shandong Jining 272017, China)
Abstract : As showed by total land amount each year and average land changing, land amount is decreas ng
evidently. Combining the quantitative study with the qualitative analyss, it is showed that the major driv-
ing forcesfor dynamic change of cultivated land in Jining city are engrossing cultivated land by economic
developement. Thus, pointing to different land decreasng areas, different countermeasures are carried

out.
Key words: Cultivated land; dynamic change;driving factors; major component analyss; Jining city
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