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Abstract

Evaluation for the level of intensive use of rural residential land is an important basis for opti-
mizing the layout of rural residential land, compiling national territorial and spatial planning, and
the implementation of rural revitalization strategy. The research took economically underdeve-
loped area—Cao County of Shandong Province as the research area, constructed evaluation index
system for intensive use of rural residential land from three dimensions of intensive use of land,
economy and space, calculated the index of intensive use, and classified it into three grades: high,
medium and low. The results showed that: the intensive use level of rural residential areas at low,
medium and high respectively accounted for 39.54%, 39.81% and 20.65% of the total, and was
mainly at medium and low level, and high-intensity settlements are mainly distributed around the
central county and areas with better economic development in the northwestern part of the coun-
ty, and were with a significant concentration trend; most of the low intensity settlements were lo-
cated in the areas where conditions and economic development were not good, and the settle-
ments are scattered. The research results can provide evidence for rural residential land exploita-
tion and rational rural space distribution of Cao County.
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Figure 1. Study area
B 1. R

3. RABERRRMEKRALEMNFZE
3.1 #ARE

FERMIIX A2, EHBEEK, RAER S, ARG, BHBHR H. &
A e B FH MR ) A KT R A A S R e 22 1) A1 B ) 1) B R 3R o AR SRR PR F 4 P R A 2 PT LA
BEgphy JarrE RN, AN EMAEL) . LR, FEED 3 MNMEFIMEIRIA AR, PPOEE AR E R
IR AR Ko 38 FREVE MR ZE PR e AR AT Bt AL B2, SR R i OB, BRI T Ak
I B i R SR LRI IR K. I8 0 B 2RI i) 7> RIEE L) . ABFEER . BRIE T R LR e RN %N,
I

DOI: 10.12677/sd.2021.113031 268 BIESES 93


https://doi.org/10.12677/sd.2021.113031

X fe %

3.2. EiFERME

WX G RAE, PRIAE S 8 AR AR IR R L, IET 5 B AT R KPR J& B
LTI . A JE B T BESRRFAE 2 RIS AR 29 AP IR B, K SO0 SR TR AR AN SR B A 2R ]
R J B S R AT ROV AE o A i B T T SR 20 P AN S A ik SR A AT B A 1.

Table 1. Evaluation index system for intensive use of rural residential areas
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Table 2. Grading standards for appropriateness index
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Table 3. Grading standards and result statistics of intensive evaluation of rural residential land
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Figure 2. Level of land intensive
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Figure 3. Level of economic agglomeration
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Figure 4. Level of spatial concentration
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Figure 5. Level of comprehensive intensive
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