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Reclamation potential of disaster devastating farmland under the background of Rural Revitalization: Case
study in Beibei District, Chongqing City, China

HE Qing—ze , XIE De—ti", WANG San

(College of Resources and Environment , Southwest University , Chongqing 400715, China)

Abstract: In order to better understand the reclamation potential of disaster devastating farmland and promote the Rural Revitalization
strategy, the study took disaster destroyed arable land in Beibei District, Chongqing City as an example. We surveyed the number, distribu-
tion and classes of the destroyed land and summarized status features to evaluate reclamation potential for disaster devastating farmland.
The results showed that the land of type I could be restored to high—quality farmland through corresponding reclamation measures. The
land reclamation of type I had good agricultural foundation and could plant vegetables according to local conditions.The land of type Il
was hard to ensure irrigation and drainage facilities with surface seriously damagd, and the pasture grass industry could be developed mod-
erately. The land of type IV was difficult to transform. Clue to many restrictive factors, which could hardly be reclaimed as cultivated land,
and forestry could be developed moderately. The research results showed that the reclamation of the disaster devastating farmland in Beibei
District was limited by certain factors. However, there had sufficient rainfall, good soil moisture, rich organic matter content for higher agri-
cultural production potential.
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Figure 1 The location of Beibei
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Figure 2 Evaluation index system for reclamation potential of

disaster destroyed arable land
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Table 1 Evaluation index standard for reclamation potential of disaster destroyed arable land
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Table 2 Comprehensive weight value of evaluation index for

reclamation potential of disaster destroyed arable land
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Figure 4 The distribution map of the disaster destroyed arable land
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Table 5 Values and levels of reclamation potential of disaster destroyed arable land
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Figure 5 The classification chart of reclamation potential of disaster destroyed arable land
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