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Abgtract :According to statistical and detailed survey data of land use from 1987 to 2003, the spatio-tempora changes of infor-
mation entropy and equilibrium degree of land-use structure in Shandong Province during the last 17 years are analyzed. Based
on which, the driving forces of information entropy and equilibrium degree are discussed. The results are shown below: (1) In
genera , the information entropy and equilibrium degree val ues are bigger , the symmetrical degrees of land use structure of re-
gions are higher , and the same with contrary. (2) The changes of information entropy and equilibrium degree undergo the
process from increase to decrease to gently increase in Shandong during the past 17 years. The total trend is that the differences
among area proportion of every land use type accounting for the total land area gradually reduce, the symmetrica degree of
land-use structure gradually buildups. (3) Thereis a spatial distribution law for information entropy and equilibrium degree of
land-use structure, the numerical values decrease progressively from the coastal to inland in Shandong Province. The order of
information entropy and equilibrium degree values is: the eastern byland hill regions > the middle-south mountain and hill re-
gions > the western and north plain regions. (4) The driving forces afecting the spatio-temporal changes of information entropy
and equilibrium degree val ues of land-use structurein Shandong are natural factor , population change, economic factor and poli-
cy adjustment.
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