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Basic Cognition and Evaluation of Urban Economical and Intensive
Land Use Under the New Urbanization
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Abstract: The core ideas of the New Urbanization Strategy: the relationships between human and land, among regions,
as well as the efficient and low-carbon intensive production factors, put forward new requirements for the current urban
economical and intensive land use in China. Because of narrow connotation of urban economical and intensive land use
(emphasis on the efficiency of urban land input-output too much, while relatively ignored social efficiency and ecological
environment efficiency), and the lack of summary and refinment in partition and classification in empirical analysis, this
paper reviews the relevant basic theories of urban economical and intensive land use under the New Urbanization
Strategy, and at the same time, from the perspectives of the input- output level of economic efficiency, the harmony
between human and land, the reasonability associated with regions and the carrying capacity of the ecological
environment, this article builds a quantitative evaluation system. At last, it made an empirical analysis on all the
prefecture- level cities in Chinese mainland in 2012, from the perspectives of the partition (economic region quartering)
and classification (administrative level, terrain conditions, city size, urban properties, weather conditions and traffic
conditions, and so on).
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Tab.1 The evaluation indexes system on the efficiency of urban land
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2
Tab.2 The classification and sub-region characteristics of urban land economical and intensive use
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