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Spatial Difference Research of Land Use Coordination in Jiangsu Province

JIN Jugang' , ZHOU Sheng-lu' , ZHANG Yan' , REN Kui', GEN G Zhao
(1. School of Geographic and Oceanographic Sciences, Nanjing University, Nanjing 210093, China;
2. Tongshan L and and Resources Bureau, Tongshan, Jiangsu 221116, China)

Abgtract :It is very sgnificant of land use coordination eval uation to instruct land resource sustainable use.
This paper expounds the concept of land use coordination, the indices system and the model of evaluation
of land use coordination was establi shed according to the three agpects of land-economic system; land-envi-
ronmental system, and land-social system. Principal component analysisis adopted to establish the index
weight. This paper established coordination degree of system; development degree of system and compre-
hensive coordination degree of system model to assessland use coordination and itsprovincial spatial differ-
ence for 69 eval uation unit in Jiangsu Province. Results show that: the overall coordination of land useis
moderate coordination in Jiangsu Province, but the regional inter-spatial difference sgnificantly , thereisa
decreasing tendency for coordination of land use from north to south diversity of feature in Jiangsu Prov-
ince. Coordination of land use have negatively correlated to the level of economic development , the district
areas was higher than the urban areas. L and use coordination of the Four alongindustrial belt have obvious
gpatial difference. Furthermore, research result gives us some apocalypse.

Key wor ds:Land use coordination; comprehensve coordination degree; satid difference; Jiangsu Province
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