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Evaluation of Land Intensive Use in Development Zones—A Case Study of Shuikoushan Economic Development Zone in Changning,
Hunan Province

HE Wei, KUANG Fu-min, WANG Peng "
Abstract Taking Shuikoushan Economic Development Zone as the research object, the degree of intensive land use was evaluated, by means of
multi — factor assessment method. The results showed that the degree of land intensive use of Shuikoushan Economic Development Zone reached

(College of City and Tourism, Hengyang Normal University, Hengyang, Hunan 421002)

84.89. The land use status was good and the management performance of land use was superior while the land use efficiency was inferior on the
contrary. Several suggestions for improving land use intensity and efficiency in Shuikoushan Economic Development Zone were proposed: formula-
ting intensive standards, establishing land use threshold in development zone.

Key words Development zone; Land intensive use; Evaluation; Shuikoushan
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Table 1 Land use status in development zone
FH b2 F X Primary area K JETT ] [X. Development direction area 41 Total
Land use THF Area He 1] THFH Area el A Area Lt B3]
types hm® Proportion // % hm® Proportion // % hm’ Proportion // %
EL A A B I Completed 215.46 98.87 87.27 20.34 302.73 53.22
urban construction land
e H AR 2% I b Uncompleted 2.59 1.13 341.79 79. 66 344.38 46.78
urban construction land
AT 235 I Non-construction land 0 0 0 0 0 0
+ b B AR Total land area 218.06 100 429.06 100 647.12 100
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Table 2 Land intensive use evaluation index system, weight, ideal value and intensive degree in Shuikoushan Economic Development Zone in

Changning, Hunan
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Evaluation H 5 %FH‘/]? ?IEﬁ/T\ Present  Ideal {E %{E IriH [ﬁ%ﬁ Compre-
Target Subgoal Indicator Standardized Subgoal ~ Target Evaluation .
range value value ) hensive
value score score range score score
F1X(0.8) F R (0.75)  EHFIHEREE(0.20) MR 2R(0.40) 98.92 100 98.92  99.57 91.26  85.54 84.89
Primary F b A AR (0. 60) 100 100 100
area FHHBZERPRI(0.25) Tl fH#=R(1) 57.88 60 96.47  96.47
I HREE (0.55) LA (0.25) 0.74 1 74 85.87
A (0. 15) 68. 83 68.83 100
Tl AR &A% 0.76 0.9 84.44
(0.28)
Tl M AT R A 49.38 55 89.78
(0.32)
FHHIALE5 (0. 15) P A R TP EE 8 1635.93 3000 54.53  47.31  47.31
%5 (1) AGBRJE(0.50)
Toall I B 160.38 400 40.1
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B L4 (0.10) THAAEESE (1) RHRER() 0 0 100 100 100
V- vl FHF ARG (0.75)  EHUFAFREE(0.20)  HHIFFEE(L) 92.34 95 97.2 97.2 80.49  82.29
[X.(0.2) FHHBZERPRIL(0.25)  Talk (1) 62.22 62.22 100 100
Development T HBRIFHBREE (0.55)  ZEAAFE(0.25) 0.62 1 62 65.55
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HHHZL 5 (0.15) PRV H A A 7 R RS Tolk b 2 564 2 559.85 3 000 85.33  79.5 79.5
(D B (0.50)
Tl B 294. 66 400 73.66
(0.50)
BISHL(0.1) THFTHRESR() IR ER) 0 0 100 100 100
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Note: Data in brackets are index weights.
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Table 3 Land intensive use evaluation model
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