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The Evaluation of Economic Benefit of Land Use in Baoji City

LIU Jia, ZHAO Min-juan
(College of Economics and management , Northwest A& F University s Yangling s Shaanxi 712100, China)

Abstract: The economic benefit of land use in Baoji City was evaluated based on selecting 10 factors which
have effects on economic benefit evaluation, and the CD function was used for calculating the contribution
rate of single land factor, therefore, the economic output value can be calculated more precisely. And then,
the coordinate analysis was performed after the weight of each indicator was determined by the entropy meth-
od. Through the analysis, some suggestions were provided for more effectively using the land resources and
improving the economic benefit of land use. According to the results, it can be seen that the trend of econom-
ic benefit of land use in Baoji City increased from 2000 to 2007. The degrees of economic coordination were up
to 0. 64 in 2008 and 0. 82 (high degree of coordination) in 2009, respectively.
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2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009
X, /m’ 919.67  889.23  819.15  812.33  833.36  824.46  824.25 827.55 824.15  811.00
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X/ % 89. 80 89.91 89. 92 90. 01 90. 04 90. 15 90. 22 90. 23 90. 24 90. 27
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X, 0.94 0. 90 0.83 0.83 0.85 0.84 0.84 0.84 0.84 0.82  0.0018
X, 0.92 0.92 0.95 0. 95 0. 94 0. 94 0.94 0.93 0.93 0.92  0.0589
X, 0.898  0.899  0.899  0.900  0.900  0.901  0.902  0.902  0.902  0.903  0.0588
X, 0. 74 0. 65 0. 60 0. 60 0.61 0.57 0.56 0.58 0.61 0.59  0.0139
X; 0.12 0.13 0.16 0.19 0.21 0.25 0.32 0.46 0. 65 0.91  0.2760
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X 0.21 0.24 0.27 0.31 0.38 0.45 0.53 0.63 0.77 0.87 —
Xs 0.22 0.25 0. 29 0.33 0. 40 0.47 0.56 0. 66 0.81 0.91  0.1289
X, 0.81 0. 80 0.79 0.74 0.88 0. 90 0. 99 0. 80 0.95 0.97  0.0028
X1 0.21 0.24 0.27 0.31 0.37 0. 44 0.50 0. 60 0.74 0.83  0.1257
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