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Table 2 The normalized values of the land consolidation benefit evaluation index
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Table 3 Comprehensive weight of the evaluation index
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Study on the Evaluation Index System of
Land Consolidation Benefits

WANG Yi'’, LIU Shu-ying'
(1. Resources and Environmental Sciences College of Gansu Agricultural University,
Lanzhou,Gansu 7300703 2. Gansu Territory Resources Information Center, LLanzhou, Gansu
730000)

Abstract; The land consolidation benefits include economic benefit evaluation,social benefit evaluation and eco-
logical benefit evaluation. The Jiahe and Caiqi towns of Gansu province were taken as examples, the ideal value
calculation method was used to determine the land consolidation benefits index score realize degrees,analytic hi-
erarchy process was used to determine the index weight, and then determined the comprehensive benefits of
land consolidation, then established the land consolidation benefits evaluation index system. The result showed
that the evaluation index system was comprehensive, scientific and reasonable,and the evaluation method was
useful, which could provide the reference for the region in multiple projects contrast and other area to carry out
land consolidation benefits evaluation.

Key words: land evaluation;the index system;analytic hierarchy process(AHP)
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