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Abstract

The evaluation of construction land intensive use is of great significance to tapping the potential of
construction land and improving the level of construction land intensive use. Taking Longkou City
as the research area, this paper selected 12 indicators to establish the evaluation index system,
which included land input, land output, land increasing consumption and land use elasticity as-
pects, and by the aid of entropy weight method and TOPSIS model evaluated the status and
changes of construction land intensive use from 2007 to 2016. The results showed that the input
level of construction land experienced process from declining to rising, the output level of con-
struction land showed an overall growth trend, the level of land increasing consumption expe-
rienced process from declining to fluctuant rising, the level of land use elasticity experienced
process from rapidly declining to fluctuant rising, and the comprehensive level of construction
land intensive use of Longkou city had a downside from 2007 to 2011, and showed a slowly rising
trend from 2012 to 2016. Lastly, some suggestions were given about construction land intensive
use according to the researching results, such as strictly controlling the total scale of construction
land, strengthening the management of rural idle homestead and carrying out remediation of vil-
lage land to improve the intensity of village land use.
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Table 1. The evaluation index system of construction land intensive use
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Figure 1. Indictors change of construction land intensive use
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