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Establishment of Comprehensive Effiency Evaluation
Ratio Sysem of Land Arrangement

Qin Shi- ya', YIN Hui - bin®, XU Peng'
(1. The Institute of city and country planning and development , Changsha University of Science
& Technology , Hunan Changsha, 410076, China; 2. The Financial and Economic Department of Hunan
Financial and Economic College, Hunan Changsha, 410205, China)

Abgtract : In recent years, accompanying with rapid land arrangements enterprise developement in our
country , economic efficiency , social efficiency , and ecology benefit analys s of land management have been
paid more attention. But relative evaluation analyss on comprehensve efficiency of land arrangement is
very few. By usng AHP, comprehensive effiency of land arrangement are analyzed and evaluated in four
aspects, such as society , economy , ecology and landscape, and relative perfect ratio system has been set
up. Combining with concrete land arrangements projects, actual comprehensve eval uation results of land
arrangement have been gained.
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