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Abstract
conditions, which is unable to provide practical suggestions for rural development. In this study, the classification
of natural landscape governance unit framework was proposed in Wusheng County with cluster analysis, which
may serve as the basis in planning. Three variables were considered in the analysis—30 m elevation, slope and land
use, which were used in a Two Step Cluster analysis to define landscape types. According to results, Wusheng

Ecological regionalization research in China were focused on large scales and based on natural

County can be divided into seven kinds of landscape governance units. The internal geographic features of the unit
are similar, and the differences between the groups are significant. Three different governance modes can be
defined: single town, single village and complex village. Analyzing the causes and proposing governance strategies
is necessary for complex villages. The development strategy of the seven built-up areas of Wusheng are proposed.

Key words county landscape governance unit; cluster analysis; administrative system; urban-rural integration
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Fig. 1 Geographical location and Administrative unit distribution of Wusheng County
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Fig. 2 Natural characteristics of Wusheng County
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Table 1 Results of Two Step Cluster analysis and unit distribution
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Fig. 4 Quality of Two Step Cluster analysis
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