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Abstract

With the development of urbanization and the problems of environmental deterioration and ex-
tensive land use in China, this study constructed the evaluation system of intensive land use inten-
sity. By collecting data from the population and economy of 15 sub-provincial cities in China, the
current value of the index is calculated and standardized, and the population index and economic
score are calculated. Finally, the total index of intensive land use intensity was calculated, and the
intensive use intensity of land in the sub provincial cities was comprehensively compared and
analyzed. Finally, the reference was given for the improvement of the intensity of urban land in-
tensive use in the whole country.
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Figure 1. Hierarchical analysis model diagram
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Table 1. Definition table of relative importance scale values
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Table 2. Average random consistency indicators of the judgment matrix
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Table 3. System of indicators for quantitative evaluation of land intensive use intensity
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Table 4. Sources of data for evaluation indicators
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3.5. et R EN SR
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Table 5. Current status of the evaluation index of intensive land use intensity in sub-provincial cities
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Table 6. Table of weighted values for the intensity of land intensive use evaluation indicators
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Table 7. Table of desirable values for the intensity of intensive use of land in sub-provincial cities
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Table 8. Standard value of the intensity of intensive use of land in sub-provincial cities
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Table 9. Table of desirable values for the intensity of intensive use of land in sub-provincial cities
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Figure 2. Results of the evaluation of intensive land use intensity in
sub-provincial cities
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Figure 3. Results of the evaluation of intensity of intensive use of urban
land at sub-provincial level of the country
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Figure 4. Results of the evaluation of intensity of intensive use of land in
sub-provincial cities at the national level
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