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Corredation Study o Change and Influence Factors of Cultivated Land Resource in Akesu Area
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Abstract: Through the analysis of the metabolic trend of famland resource during the period of 2001- 2010 in the Akesu area, using gray corre-

lation theory, ranking the relevance of arable land resources change and population, social and economic of 10 years n the Akesu area and supple-

merted by quantitative analysis, the resuks showed that change of cultivated land and per capita GDP, fixed asset investment had high correlation. Ae-

cordingly, this article put forward the suggestions that curbed excessive real estate investment, increased fammland to protect strength, accelerated -

dustrial sructure to upgrade.
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