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Abstract; In this paper, the structure and spatial distribution characteristics of agricultural land resources were analyzed by using remote
sensing and geographic information system. It is found that the structure of agricultural land resources in the border county of Tibet was great
significantly different. The total area of agricultural land use resources was about 348 057 km? , among which the area of arable land, forest
land and grassland that could be used for agricultural development was 4603 , 76 250 and 143 511 km? respectively, accounting for 1.32 % ,
21.91 % and 41.23 % of the total area. The proportion of grassland resources was the largest and the area of cultivated land was the smal-
lest. The agricultural land resources of each border county were obviously different. The cultivated land and forest land were mainly distribu-
ted in the southeast of Tibet, and the grassland was mostly distributed in the northwest and southwest.
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Table 1  Classification of agricultural land resources in border areas in Tibet
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Fig. 1  Distribution of agricultural resources in border areas in Tibet
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Fig.2 Distribution of cultivated land in border areas in Tibet
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Fig.3 Distribution of woodland in border areas in Tibet
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Fig.4 Distribution of grassland in border areas in Tibet
BOR o T TR o5 LBl o, Bkl T AR e/, ™
MR T IR EAO R R
(2) BRI EAO L G S B, DY EGA
S5 ELPR SRRl 53 A 7 VU R A AR e TR B X, DY
G5 B 1) b 22 0 A LR P AL FTPG e X
(3) AEZSPEENESS . PURGA R BAR 2 3t (bk
Hu AR ) A GE FAE A ARBOI A - 3 B, P oK
— BT IR IR 2 AL
B2k
(1B, PO X 5 5 S PR U R R ) 5T [ D] 35 5875 &
K2f, 2006.
(21084, I 2, B3 3T 30 4R PR b i AR 25 AR AL RFAE [ ]
el TAEAEH,2015,31(1) 264 -271.
(3 T 2 Jedix MG GE « UBAC R 4 A= A% 5 15 1 s Al H AR AR
FE[J]. PR ,2013(2) 1177 -202.
(4] 5%, LIEW B4, 5. BT IR b b R 25 TR 254 4 e 52
(I PEARFKFIKE ,2016(5) : 41 -44.
[S]1A4EM , B, BIEHI, 55 FET GIS FI4M B HLS Y LU IX 4 4 F
SR ZEMEIT ()], K AR FRIFST ,2016,23(2) 1220 - 223,228.
(61 FR2%, skadtt, BCET. WK B B Uy 5 R A [T ]
ERAE S, 2015(1) 111 - 118.
[7]83XF. Al HHBHR[ M. Jbs0 B2 1 pdt, 1998.



