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Integrated Correction and Calculation of Rural Residential Consolidation Potential in Yangzhou

GONG Chun-die (School of Geographic Science, NanJing Normal University , Nanjing , Jiangsu 210000 )

Abstract The rural residential areas in Yangzhou potential correction as per capita construction land standard method was calculated on the ba-
sis of the theoretical potential, from the natural suitability, economic feasibility and social acceptability potential correction in three dimensions,
the natural suitability of selected five indicators, such as to individual villages and towns each index partition, standardizing, combined with
weight natural suitability correction coefficient was obtained. Selected the economic feasibility level four elements, build six indexes evaluation
system, social acceptability has chosen two elements, the four indicators to build the evaluation index system, respectively, to calculate the eco-
nomic feasibility correction coefficient correction coefficient and social acceptability. Three correction coefficient, potential multiplication theory
could help us find the final real potential. Natural suitability correction coefficient is 0.757 5 ~0.855 0, economic feasibility correction coeffi-
cient is 0. 119 0 ~0.621 2, social acceptability correction coefficient is 0.267 2 ~1. We could carry on the classification to the real potential ,
and able to provide the basis for the arrangement of the sorting sequence.
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Table 1 Rural resdential natural suitability evaluation index system
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Table 2 Economic feasibility evaluation index system
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Table 3 Social acceptability evaluation index system
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Table 4 The Theoretical potential of rural residential area of each county (city, district) in Yangzhou
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Note ; a. natural correction coeffeicient ;b. economic correction coefficient ;c. social correction coefficient
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Fig.1 Natural, economic, social correction coefficient distribution in Yangzhou
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Table 5 Realistic potential of rural settlements of each county ( city,

district) in Yangzhou
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Fig.2 The actual potential of the district rural residential con-
solidation in Yangzhou
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