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Table 1 Nutrient state and fertility evaluation indexes of soil
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Table 2 The grade indexes to the land resources quality
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LAND RESOURCES AND IT' S DEVELOPMENT
POTENTIAL OF DRY-HOT VALLEY IN JINSHA RIVER
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Abstract

For discussing the current situation of the land resources in dry-hot valley of Jinsha River in
Yunnan Province,land resources types,quantity and quality are involved in this paper ,as well as
the land development potential for agricultrue is also evaluated. There are 33. 9 X 10* ha land, of
which 22. 8 X 101 ha land can be developed for south-subtropics cash crop,soil and water conser-
vation coppice,etc. , in this area. Sufficient light resources,aboundant quality of heat and a wide
area of undeveloped dry slope land and barren upland symblize development potential of the land
resources. It’s exploitation is limited by a severe lacking of water and soil and water erosion in
rainy season. In accordance with the land resources characteristics and the limited factors,it’ s uti-

lization way and rational allocation are presented as well.

Key words Jinsha River,dry-hot valley, land resources, development potential. develop-

ment allocation



