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Evaluation and Analysis on Economical and Intensive Use of Regional Construction Land in Zhumadian City

SHI Yuan-ke, CHEN Xiao-ming (Law Enforcement and Supervision of Land Resources of Jiyuan City, Jiyuan,Henan 459000 )

Abstract We analyzed the match-degree between population and construction land, the match-degree between economic development and con-
struction land. This paper determined the trend of economical and intensive use of construction land. Based on this,this paper built an evaluation
index system including index ,subindex,combined index. Then we quantitatively evaluated economical and intensive use degree of regional con-
struction land with multi-factor comprehensive evaluation method . The results showed that economical and intensive use degree of regional con-

struction land was above average,and had a certain space to improve.
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Tablel The evaluation index system and weight on economical and intensive use of regional construction land
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Table 2 The actual and ideal value of the evaluation index and standardized value in Zhumadian
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Table 3 Quantitative evaluation results on economical and intensive

use of regional construction land in Zhumadian
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