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Abstract: According to related regionalization principles, this research selected four indices including the
area of forest land, shrubbery, non-stocked land and non-forestry land. Based on the principle of fuzzy
cluster analysis, 67 counties in Zhejiang Province were clustered into 5 groups. The results basically ac-
corded with the actual condition. The results indicated that it was feasible to regionalize by fuzzy cluster.
And other data were added to accomplish some more complicated regionalization. The regionalization results
were meaningful for governments to make decision and manage the nature resource when it was partitioned

by administrative unit. [Ch, 1 tab. 17 ref.]
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Table 1 The weights of clustering types
0.677 468 0.057 819  0.042 253  0.222 460
0.591 595 0.026 649  0.027 769  0.353 987
0.510 379  0.022 612  0.030 968  0.436 041
1 0.409 884 0.023 413 0.025 172  0.541 531
0.175947 0.009 909 0.006 155 0.807 989
[14- 16]
, 5
0.08 ~ 0.09, 0.23
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