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Fig. 2 Zoning Map of Cultivated Land in Hubei Province
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Fig. 3 Relationship Between Cultivated Land Productivity and Land Intensive Use in the Hilly Area of E Yu Wan
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Fig. 4 Relationship Between Cultivated Land Productivity and Land Intensive Use in Yanjiang Plain
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Fig. 5 Relationship Between Cultivated Land Produetivity and Land Intensive Use in Penzhouginba Mountain Area
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