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Abstract All environmental factors influencing agricultural land environment quality were integrated quantitative
indicators were separated evaluation system was reconstructed and the view point of macro index for classifying
and micro index for grading was put forward. Agricultural land environment quality in county was graded and
classified with all factors evaluation integrated. The results showed that the key steps for improving accuracy and
ensuring grade estimation were to select and divide evaluation units; soil overall agricultural productivity and
cdeanliness embodied agricultural land environment quality, were the most important indexes in all the factors
integrated and the weighing of the two factors should be increased; all factors evaluation integrated could fill the
shortcoming of agricultural multi-index evaluation and reveal agricultural land environment quality fully and
objectively. All factors evaluation integrated for agricultural land environment quality could provide support for
revising the plan of land use dividing conservation zone of basic farmland correctly, classifying and grading
agricultural land adjusting construction land and putting a basing-point pricing.
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Tab.1 Macro Index System of All Factors Evaluation Integrated Tab.2 Micro Index System of All Factors
Evaluation Integrated
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Tab.3  Standard of Agricultural Land (assifying and Grading in Jiashan County
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