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Abstract

Strengthening the research on the evolution of urban standard land price and revealing the evolu-
tion rule of urban standard land price are of great significance to the development of land market
regulation policies and the promotion of healthy economic development. Based on the land price
index and mean change index, this paper studied the evolution rule of standard land price of dif-
ferent uses and grades in Long Kou City during 1995~2016. Research results showed that from
1995 to 2016, standard land price for each usage was on the rise, in which for residential use, the
standard land price index was the largest, about 255.26%, followed by commercial land of 196.1%,
and industrial land was the smallest, which was only 78.42%. The change trend of commercial
land and residential land was consistent, with the largest standard land price index in 2007~2010,
which was 41.79% and 48.05% respectively. Between 1995 and 2002, the standard land price in-
dex for industrial land was the largest, reaching 35.04%. According to the variation of different
land uses in Long Kou City each year, the paper put forward the following suggestions: in the fu-
ture process of city construction, it is suggested to maintain the perfect infrastructure and city
expansion process speed, improve the land use structure, and optimize the allocation of land re-
sources, to achieve maximum benefits of land.
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Figure 1. The basic price of commercial land in 1995~2016 (yuan/m®)
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Figure 2. The basic price of residential land in 1995~2016 (yuan/m?)
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Figure 3. The basic price of industrial land in 1995~2016 (yuan/m?)
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Figure 4. The basic land price of each type and each period in 1995~2016 (yu-
an/m®)
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Figure 5. The basic price index of commercial land in 1995~2016 (%)
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Figure 6. The basic price index of residential land in 1995~2016 (%)
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Figure 7. The basic price index of industrial land in 1995~2016 (%)
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Figure 8. The basic land price index of each type and each period in 1995~2016 (%)
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