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The research of the cities’ temp-spatial disparity of arable land use

intensity in Sichuan province based on entropy and ArcGIS

ZHAO Xi, CHEN Jing

(School of Resource and Environmental Sciences, Wuhan University, 430079)

Abstract; Based on the Entropy method and the complicated landform in Sichuan Province, an evaluation
system containing four criteria layers and nine indexes was established in this paper, the four criteria
layers are input intensity, utilization intensity, output intensity and sustainability intensity. The arable
land use intensities in the year 2006-2016 has been calculated every five years. The SDE was utilized to
reveal the spatial disparities among cities and their changes with ArcGIS10. 2. The research suggested
that: (1) The arable land use intensities are higher in those cities located in the middle and east of Si-
chuan Province, mainly on the Chengdu Plain, and the centers of the three SDEs are all in the north-
western Ziyang City, and moved 48 km to southeast for most. (2) Between the year 2006 and 2011, the
values of intensity in northeast-southwestern cities had been higher than those in the other directions,
and the disparities had decreased slightly all the way to 2016. (3) The standard deviations in 2006, 2011
and 2016 are 3. 286, 2. 474 and 1. 961 respectively, which suggested a more balanced intensive arable

land use between regions in Sichuan Province.
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Tab.1 The system of indicators and their weights
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Tab. 2 The standard values of different cities in 2006
E NS S Il A iR i 2 27 EE 2SN
MxX  EHE’ Fhk Rfifk S Bl THE R ¥ 55 WEL - At A E| i
AP ATREL ASREC IBERA EiE i Eieg i EiE 4 Pk 1 A 2R Eieg 14 Bt EiE i
RHB 0.043 0.047 0.045 0.048 0.221 0.074 0.081 0.089 0.032 0.047 0.031 0.109
A3 0.050 0.036 0.051 0.047 0.002 0. 044 0.055 0.052 0.051 0.048 0. 040 0.062
BEAE 0,045 0.106 0.075 0. 048 0. 020 0.062 0.065 0.069 0.027 0.047 0.029 0.113
Vgl 0. 054 0.035 0.036 0. 047 0.003 0. 040 0. 042 0.037 0.052 0.048 0.043 0.036
8 0.044 0.046 0.073 0.047 0.251 0.061 0. 065 0.070 0.065 0.048 0.049 0.045
43P 0.040 0.037 0. 054 0.048 0.049 0.057 0.051 0. 060 0.052 0.048 0.052 0.051
"I 0.043 0. 049 0.051 0.048 0.055 0. 040 0.041 0.045 0.057 0.048 0.052 0.042
%7 0.056 0.039 0.067 0.048 0.039 0.061 0.056 0.047 0. 050 0.048 0. 040 0.041
WYL 0.059 0.042 0.053 0.047 0. 000 0.051 0. 046 0.037 0. 044 0.048 0.038 0. 040
Jil 0,049 0.058 0.039 0.048 0.027 0.049 0. 041 0.039 0.038 0.047 0.043 0.053
A  0.056 0.037 0. 059 0.047 0.016 0.053 0.041 0. 035 0.051 0.048 0. 040 0.042
JEil 0.042 0.052 0.058 0.048 0.079 0.076 0.043 0.048 0.063 0.048 0. 050 0. 050
HE  0.050 0.038 0.038 0.047 0.001 0.035 0.041 0.039 0.055 0.048 0.046 0.037
"% 0.065 0.037 0.048 0.048 0.043 0.042 0. 049 0.035 0.047 0.048 0.037 0.031
S 0.055 0.033 0.054 0.048 0.031 0.043 0.055 0.047 0.053 0.048 0.042 0.036
M2 0.058 0.112 0.066 0.048 0.026 0. 057 0.079 0.065 0.048 0.047 0.038 0. 046
Er 0,058 0. 045 0. 066 0.047 0.034 0.036 0.043 0. 035 0. 055 0.048 0. 040 0.033
WP 0.043 0.031 0. 024 0.047 0.036 0. 044 0.036 0.039 0.057 0.048 0.056 0.028
B[ g0 0. 034 0.062 0.012 0.048 0.006 0.023 0.019 0.026 0.023 0.047 0.065 0.044
Hcm 0,024 0.034 0.002 0.048 0.026 0.022 0.013 0.025 0.023 0.048 0.097 0.035
wl M 0,033 0.024 0.028 0.047 0.035 0.029 0.041 0.059 0.057 0.048 0.073 0.026
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Tab.3 The standard values of different cities in 2011
BN il ik B2 R 8% 4% FERBL

M EhE ik HBfifk R Bk T ¥ E <) WEZ T A Ay B[
£ AR AL EHRA Bk Eig i Eig 4 A A K Ei=g i it Eig i
WH 0,041 0.047 0. 040 0.024 0.155 0.074 0.075 0.087 0.035 0.043 0.028 0.113
AT 0.047 0.032 0.048 0.047 0.005 0.045 0.051 0.051 0.049 0.048 0.042 0.062
KL 0.037 0.073 0.052 0.024 0.015 0.053 0.048 0.062 0.041 0.049 0.037 0.100
PN 0.056 0.037 0.037 0.052 0.021 0. 044 0.043 0.036 0.046 0.048 0.042 0.035
8 0.044 0.045 0.081 0.036 0.176 0. 060 0. 065 0.070 0.063 0.048 0.048 0.051
43 0.040 0.043 0.057 0.035 0.094 0.056 0.049 0.058 0.058 0.048 0.053 0.052
Joot 0.041 0. 066 0.052 0.052 0.061 0. 040 0.036 0.041 0.059 0.048 0.055 0.042
¥TF  0.055 0.033 0.070 0. 044 0.057 0.059 0.055 0.047 0.044 0. 048 0. 041 0.043
YT 0.058 0.037 0.055 0.046 0.001 0.054 0.059 0.048 0.039 0.048 0.039 0.041
SRill 0,047 0.059 0.047 0. 040 0.028 0.051 0. 050 0. 050 0.042 0.048 0.043 0.059
ML 0.056 0.033 0.059 0.047 0.016 0.053 0.052 0.043 0.046 0.048 0.041 0.042
JEil 0.043 0.057 0. 066 0.029 0.100 0.079 0.046 0.051 0.057 0.048 0.049 0. 050
HE  0.052 0.037 0.032 0. 054 0.003 0. 040 0.043 0.039 0.051 0. 048 0.045 0.036
Jo%0.064 0.043 0.047 0.062 0.073 0.042 0.051 0.038 0.042 0.048 0.038 0.034
5 0.053 0.030 0.051 0. 059 0.043 0.041 0.051 0.045 0.047 0.048 0. 044 0.036
e 0.061 0.121 0.067 0.048 0. 020 0.058 0.072 0. 056 0.031 0.049 0.036 0.046
Erf 0,060 0.043 0.068 0.072 0.037 0.038 0.041 0.032 0. 044 0.048 0. 040 0.033
W 0.045 0.029 0.025 0.074 0.015 0. 035 0.042 0. 045 0.048 0.047 0.054 0.031
B3N 0. 034 0.059 0.013 0.049 0.013 0.024 0.018 0.025 0.042 0.047 0. 066 0.042
HA  0.030 0. 044 0.003 0. 044 0.031 0.023 0.015 0.024 0.051 0. 047 0. 084 0.028
wAl M 0.035 0.034 0.030 0.062 0.035 0.029 0.039 0.053 0.065 0.048 0.073 0.023
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Tab.4 The standard values of different cities in 2016
AR B il FH 58k i IR 27 gk
WX Eh ik Rfifk S Bk T H 3 ¥ L A A¥ B3
SRR OATBEL O ATREL EHRA EiR 4 Eig 1 EiE 14 FE E LR EiE 14 Bt Eig i
RE 0,042 0. 047 0. 036 0. 044 0.120 0.073 0.072 0. 081 0. 036 0.047 0.027 0. 109
[3T 0.046 0.033 0. 050 0. 045 0. 007 0.048 0. 048 0. 049 0.043 0.048 0. 043 0. 060
AL 0.037 0. 067 0. 052 0. 034 0.021 0. 060 0. 050 0. 064 0.025 0.048 0.038 0. 092
Wi 0.048 0. 039 0.041 0. 045 0.029 0. 046 0. 046 0. 044 0. 050 0. 049 0. 044 0.053
0,044 0.043 0.077 0. 050 0.163 0.058 0.053 0.058 0. 044 0.047 0.048 0.053
0 0.040 0. 047 0. 064 0. 047 0. 095 0. 056 0. 055 0.061 0.038 0.048 0.052 0. 052
JTIG 0,041 0.063 0.053 0. 050 0.051 0.037 0. 035 0. 040 0. 064 0.048 0. 056 0.041
¥T 0.054 0. 031 0. 069 0. 054 0. 060 0.072 0. 049 0. 043 0. 044 0. 048 0. 041 0. 045
WYL 0.059 0.038 0. 056 0. 055 0. 006 0. 055 0. 060 0. 048 0.038 0. 048 0. 039 0. 040
SR 0,047 0. 060 0. 048 0.048 0. 033 0.063 0. 048 0. 048 0. 050 0. 047 0. 043 0. 059
7t 0. 057 0.034 0.054 0. 060 0.017 0. 005 0.053 0. 044 0.067 0.048 0.041 0. 041
JEIl 0,044 0.057 0. 065 0.051 0.097 0.071 0. 047 0.051 0. 042 0. 048 0. 049 0. 050
HE  0.055 0. 039 0.028 0. 045 0. 008 0.051 0. 046 0. 040 0. 042 0. 047 0. 045 0.034
FTdE 0,065 0. 048 0.047 0.057 0.076 0. 041 0. 054 0. 041 0.043 0.047 0. 037 0. 035
ik M 0.052 0.031 0.053 0. 054 0. 040 0.036 0.056 0. 050 0.071 0. 048 0. 046 0.036
e 0.061 0.117 0. 068 0. 064 0. 032 0. 068 0.072 0. 056 0.038 0. 047 0. 036 0. 048
g 0.058 0.043 0.067 0.058 0. 044 0. 041 0.031 0.025 0. 056 0.048 0. 041 0.036
YEH 0.046 0.034 0.025 0. 055 0.015 0. 048 0. 041 0.043 0. 065 0. 047 0. 054 0.031
B3N 0. 035 0. 050 0.016 0.027 0.012 0.021 0. 020 0.027 0. 054 0.048 0. 067 0. 039
H#M 0,031 0. 043 0.003 0.019 0. 040 0.017 0. 020 0. 030 0.048 0.048 0. 082 0. 025
Al 0.037 0. 036 0.028 0. 039 0.034 0.033 0.043 0. 055 0.042 0.048 0.072 0.021
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Tab.5 The cities” arable land use intensities of three
years in Sichuan

A s 2000 FFIRAUEE 2011 AEREANE 2016 AL
B (5=3.286) (5—=2.474) (5 —1.961)
BB 0.150 0.104 0.084
El 0.024 0.028 0.032
BERTE 0. 045 0.039 0. 044
VM 0.020 0.032 0.038
45 1H 0.163 0.112 0.099
45 H 0. 050 0.071 0.069
| 0.051 0. 054 0. 049
%7 0.044 0.053 0.056
SRR 0.021 0.026 0.032
Rl 0.036 0. 040 0.046
B 0.030 0.033 0.031
JA 1l 0. 068 0.076 0.072
T 0.019 0.023 0.028
I3 0.042 0.058 0.055
B 0.037 0.043 0.043
2 0. 045 0. 044 0.053
[ 0.039 0.043 0.046
W 0.036 0.028 0. 030
o] S50 0.019 0.025 0.025
H M 0.027 0.030 0.032
SITEL| 0.036 0.037 0.035
0.180-
0.160-
0.1404
0.120-
0.100
0.080-
0.060-
0.040-
0.020-
0.000+

PRI N R N S ORI = = Tl | R T -
g U T S L (N LT 7 TR l)'ﬂ Tllil !}||J|
w0 T T i

Bl wiFEFHEAFRGHEANELHERLKRE
Fig. 1 The histogram of cities” arable land use intensi-
ties from three different years in Sichuan
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Fig. 2 The figure of arable land use intensity dispari-
ties in different years based on SDE

S EU X 8] B i ) AR 24 32 AR - A
PEZR - O DU A 2857 30T 47 ok A B 0 T ke
A T MR AR S B B DL 3K T A AR T M O 22 5 L A
X — 2 e R A% TP A ) i 1 X S AR D A
FUAR R o3 o L R0 H 4 638 Al LBt 728 3 3 K%
@ “ AR E I B AEAT AR KRR E Lk TR
AR A 2 38 AR D PR TR it A T B M ) B VR AR
D @— L8l ¢ T UNEL TS L Y N 2 L I LAF SR i T
T A AR A W B B sl 0 o B o i A S
PefiliAe BSE I 1 X BE B A BEA L AR T B A
MAEAE. @A 2015 488 R L3 BORIT IR 52
it 723X —BUR T R A AL A H B AR B2
LG AR B, — 7 T HG nT X B 4R 5 — i
WIR AP 1A R A 7 B L A5 — S e 1l
) BIF 2 ) AR 29 BE A B4R @ T B 2006 4F Lk
e 2 B2 U5 e A T M 2 T R R A A2 R HEER BT
TR S R 5 /1N 33K SR B0 T 4% T M A B 3t A 4 2
F14 22 B KR 2 98 /1N » 2 2016 A7 4 3t M) JH 42 29 2 1Y
oA A B A AR BOR AR AR Y AL



% 34

A, F: AT ArcGIS Fe Ji 1 ik 09 va Nl B &7 M B A A Y R Z £ F AR 631

TR

-]

AR S 36 U )1 48 48T 2006,2011,2016 53X
AR B AR b ) S 2 B TR AT RS A A, 45 3
o

(1) ARk, 10 )1 45 4 Hb ) 46 249 B e v 1Y)
T 3222 AR TP AE b R A 2R L 5 AR T JE Y Y LR 2

Ao LA LY FE B 0 A 1 AT 0V bR LR
] 7R B 7 ) B8 2l ¢ BH R B ¥ 1) Tl M B b R 4R 24
JEE 4 ven ) R RE L A ) A M TR

(2) 2006 4F-2011 4F, ZRdb—PU g fill LAY 1T
1 b ) A 2 ol v AR e P b
BTN X b 2 S A 2 ) BE P AR Y
AR AR 3%

(3) | 2016 4%, 45 17 M B AR 1o 1] ) 48 24 B 25
SENIE L A TN A E 2 AR HE2E B 2006 4F
Y 3.826 Fl1 2011 4EH) 2. 474 &R T 1. 961, %>
BITRRET 48. 75% F1 20. 74 % 3¢ B X 1, 2 a] ) 4
2R PR s T

S 3k

(1] fB/NE . BEAIE. TN (8 vk 1 BF 3t 52 29 R T T4
(0. 79§ Ol K 27 5% fie . A 2R B 22 B, 2009,
34. 236.

(2] BUKRAK. HE¥ R, S8%. & TEEWEETH
BV BB 3t 46 20 BT AT 6 [T, b [ 4k 2 3l 4R
2011, 27. 21.

[3] B, “A B4R H A FIEN 058 PLER
IHAS I E LT E AR 3R 5 X &, 2016,
37. 15.

[4]  Shriar A J. Agricultural intensity and its measure-
ment in frontier regions[]J]. Agroforestry Systems,
2000, 49. 301.

(5] RWiE, WHWE, XN E. & 0GEE P E LR H
HKF B 2s 4y SR [T ], o #0000 K A= 2 4 AR
Bl 2016, 37 78.

(6] X%, MEWE. WEAE, . W E 4245

[7]

(8]

(9]

(10]

[11]

[12]

[13]

[14]

[15]

[16]

[17]

[18]

[19]

Wz 4 A K gy IXOBE 5E LT ]
34 1219.
Wang G G, LiuY S, Li YR, etal. Dynamic trends

HoH R 2%, 2014,

and driving forces of land use intensification of culti-
vated land in China[J]. J Geog Sci, 2015, 25: 45.
XN, R, TR, 21 gl Lk 4 #F
A AL IR B PR 2R R B st R R e e R s (],
NI K224 . 2015, 33: 237.

B/NGE . FEAH . W . LA b & 2R H K&
FAR S Sy 4B, i L R, 2009, 23 11,
SARFY, B, JH . R AT WAL B b L
MM wg R o Hr I b s B, 2012,
26 50.

IR, P, AR AR, TR IE B R H 5 2 B 2
i) 2 S B 52 ma R R AT 5 LT ] R0l ARk BF 52
2014, 35: 88.

PR, Eh o SR Ak o Ak s 4 24 ) 52 i ) i
RUAA OC 43 B B Hr s s m L), v B 4 o F) 2,
2013, 27. 4.

ARER, BT AR KT TR o E R
DXl B 24 ) 22 S R L BOR R R —— DAL 9 4
ML E N EILT ] BEME R, 2013, 35, 37.

KE, EIEH, Bardk, ZWR. A &N 8B
B G E si K v LT ], 1)1 R 2= 2= 4. B SRR
Jii, 2015, 52 93.

oA . B T B 1 s i A MR T R 20 B M
[J]. #rssf B 25,2010, 4. 3.

Wang B, Shi W, Miao Z. Confidence analysis of
standard deviational ellipse and its extension into
higher dimensional euclidean space[J]. PLOS One,
2015, 10: 1.

Mt . BAig. B oS 4 T 4 U & R I A 22 S T AR
WFFELT]. AT 2 22 i AR B 2A R, 2015,
49. 778.

KA, ZERAR. T A ST DA Bk o 42 2 R O
FELT ] Bl BL2: . 2009, 46 375.

AT, sk, BB, S INRE AT R
HE A 2R AT AN 5 25 B A e S LT ], K R AR
Fr# 4Rk, 2015, 6. 260.



