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A E . [ b TR RS F AR A I 2 ()T A Jey 5 B A Jey i 2 (8] G , A4 ] s ) T A3 e
AR S FCPE P AN D5 T o AR SCE et — 3 &5 R, AR5 RO B AR S LS RO R 5 B A 24
71 A L 2 () T 2 el U P S AT S ORI A 25 VA 0 (] 2 () O el s PR R B A R B AN 7
Bo INT R I [ 43 (6] T R A E MRS AR R R L TR b 5k 8 (R F R I B3 H 235 2 oe b, W
B RS AT A& T I CIE R R BB LR GV 23 A R OB S S T A AL 0 B
W K2 5REEG TN UFIE EEIEN 5L . AR NAR SR dhoesy AT RS RS 2R il
SE 14 [ 425 (6] R R A BE FPERF SR R , ISR B 9T s SRR RINE S5 58— , Se B P PANHESE SRR Ty
5 R T IEAN 2R 50 s A n] 5 23 AV T BOR O A& B PR 70 2R MR 4 Rl B A B9 S8 BT 58 0 B HTSE
L 5 T 7 AR 22 O (1) T 4 3 P PR AN Ol B0 P Y — IR 5, Wl 1 22 B 5 ) S B oK

3 8 ) [ A s 28 () F A 5 BTG s 36 PO  DPAAY s ik

155

W LAER , B AR A Tl A E e ) PRk
ek, b B A 28 [0 & R A s & A T R AR
(e sy 51 ST /At QUE /S FIES 2 < r ) 2
7 JRy A HE W G E R (T AR, 2008; BRIAE,
2009; X283k 45, 2014), FEAS[A] ROBE (1) [ 4 23 6]
o HRAEAE SR NI SR Z ] A 7 A 16 3 Bl 22 [
DL R AR AE S RGN R AR R 7 ) (B
7, 2007), & a2 AT RS & SR T G R Pk ik . an
farfg g LA b op JE RN ) @1, A A0 I 4 28 BT &A% )R
A AN R NS 2 0], OB h iR A A U T Ay
[ 23 (AT A U T R A X — i ALY
Bl (E# B4, 2012), A EHE L,

B A 2 (0] JF e dl 13 M AN SC— 2 3 b
BN 5y ST [ L = 2 B R e R 0 S R LT
FEELARBE 5T T a] 43Sk [ 428 (A Al B PR L
FH b 38 B 28, LR A B AR VR T - b 3
(AR BB EA, X—HA R T EE (R

Y #m HH#A:2015-03; /81T H#A - 2015-06,

ESWH : HE 1R ST 5 H (2012BAJ22B05)

B P R LIz, a2 4
Wy eeee DU LA LIAT H S (AR 45, 2005), 7E T
AR, TR 19 20 oK 20 20490 92 [ 50 Ui
T T2 B I B AR ) 5o 3 52 8 (fa] S M2 46,
2009). 20 tH42 60 4F X, 22 e i A% (1967) 1F 42 i}
oA AE B O, B e SR PR 1 M A B
I 5 Beek A5 — B0t -+ M o 23 2 5 —
IR EE AT IR, IR s Sl - bR FH R ) Al
55 11 4 M E B PE AN 2> R AR R (5] A IR AR,
2006). 19764, Bk A ERAC 41 21 (FAO) LAtk 4y FE At
Tl RE A 1 P L), B8 10 DTS BT A
Xof A MR A T R G, SRy = MR BRI A 55 5 B A A
% E S X —WEE T4 A IRk R, )
12 IR A b 3E B (A 55, 1993; TR AR A,
2006; 5¢7 42, 2011), o E BG4 HbAE B DR 4
T 20 122 50-60 A4 14 56 ¢ 5 %5 4% 31 1970 474K
18 A /N EE P Ny ) =R | 797 = i
5t ¥ 1980 AEACKHUEL E + 1 & HHIET , X
PEFIEATIPE + W3S B IE M AR BIAR KR S PP B

EE BT B (1987-), 55 RS R FEN iR | R 9 Jr m o 2 b B |+ ) 5 X 8k 4 %, E-mail: yz1ei87 @163.com,
WBWAEE  FE37.(1984-), B R N A -1 )5, 22 T 5 X el % /e 45 1T AR5, E-mail: zhuangli@bnu.edu.cn,,
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SR T IR R AW FH M 1) Al A b RS (R 4
45 1990; T R4, 2006; % = )11, 2007; VI3 i He,
2009), UL, - FUEAR RGE MR ok E AL H
U R AR RS UGS B, BRI A&
ABEE EME B BNE S AR A B A B A
2 1990 AR LIK , 2 SRR FH M A 2 He AR TR
S0 VAN AR AR FH S BV BUS E AR . A
WFFE X5 I W, PR 7 i ANkt , {8
F X ] = 2 B T e A 1A R A P W S B
FERH AR ARXT R, H RTATIAIE A NP
M HELFN 7 15 dE AR BB EATR . R L, 35
PO R, BE I Y B Y S RS AR Y ) A
PRI e 58 N RAL A 5 ) RO A e, BT o

BT ASCE e Tie B S B R RS
PE A5 P 5 SR 0T [ 42 R e i P v
PEAN BRI T R B, PEAT HAR AR IR R 51PN ik
e, T IA WA, 32 1 Rk 7E b fE 42
(Y A5, DA 5 e A a7

2 FCHES 5 PR

2.1 WP

AR SCHR A R 253 B T e A A () 1)
23 A 8 B R M3 B AN D T X
AT AE T s ErbE . -GS O AR
FE2EFIE TG, B A R R R —E R —
U ] A 1) X o FH 1) 35 ‘B R B2 (Steiner,
1983; X 4%, 2005).

LT R IR B A (2009) 78 1301 K i B PR ER
BT m e S HEE X R E T A E
BRI W — & BRI | SR 4T & A5 2l Y
X3 ; B R (2011) 48 11, MUk Jre D fig i Bk 24
LT X3 K R SE R RN A R K R v 00 1) RS Tl
PRI T A 2 R i = e T 5 B 55 (2012) 10
] 23 [A] T K 0 B S e — e Hb s B i) ] 2
() AR 28 Tlb A FRAEL AL 3 F R 5 HAt A G2 3
A WA AR T AR DA (R 28 B 2 i H AR
BEARE M FER I SRHBRE S5 5
FE TG 2R, VAR X 38k Tl SR AL 2 R i v g, b
I i BT (55, 2006), [E AhF# K £ i iR
- bR P FOPE £ LR 25 )l R A A
Tk, BAORE 50 B 423 B Al B R R

BFEAAA M, a2 S AR . O Tl
WAL K R T 48 0] 5 Q4 HusRT S Ak Fn T
Ak & R S PERE T s BLE A 25 i I AE AR R BRIk
5 GRS (IR MR AR 2T R R LR 51 )
KA R ENE . AT, A SO
23 (A1 e 3 AR SR TS R b s s A] Y BE R A
BER# 7 (&0 ke e 5L A5 05 71 Bir itk 1) HO R 2k
WEHAL AN Tl AL & RIS R R . ESbaed 2
] b b BT R SRR A 7l B R R R AR T g 1Y
1% B FEJ¥ (Rodriguez-Gallego et al, 2012).,

R FH b U 2 IRAE ST AR | - b ]
G, ANFFENE L BRA I ES HE2RET
TR, SAKE, " e O — R AR %
T — 2 Vi L PN 1 A b 0 A O a5 FH R A
FH IS EOREEE 5 0 A M BT Y S P AR X 2 A
T8 H 5% AL Sk #8215 FH B 5% 1 (Driessen et al, 1992;
Steiner et al, 2000; X1 ## #k 4%, 2008; Chow et al,
2010).

BERT , 8 R RO AT & 7 =Ua B
25 [ a3 (B I e B 0 R DA 2 O R
] 25 (R AR R IREEAL . Tl AR T Ak — Mg T RE Y
T ELRR B 5 T A FH b M DU A SO 2 T 5%
— 2 M b A R O U R A A o
b, (AR EMERRE, —HEMHE5%—.
FHEANT . BEFSERT M &, 1 25 2 7R BUA AL
AN AU S AR EAT R DL R S DA
M BCA FRIE 2 CRAL 55, 1990) ; 171 H 15 FH i F
P2 2 R SOUL R A9 - i SR, AR b A e R g
FARIT, WIFSE BAnkE , B 428 W) &S Bk
TR B B e T A Zs (] A B2 T & 7 8, 1
FAERE FH R P DU R A 5 PR R R s (], X o g
A (A 1F 2 72 W2 T b FF &7 16 s B ELAR AR 3R .
TR A b B AN ) RURE B s ] X
— PRI TP, SRR RO 2 T b ) - R I
2 7% WL LT R T B0 1 2 IR (Malczewski, 2004)
PRI, 225 ) 2 3 B 5 i FH b e g 400 A [
— ) AN ) 2 1T i BRI, — 38 RIS
eSO NN W RSP N @ [
HGFR A E 23 [ ks
2.2 MIRIRTT

] 4= 2% (B I K el F M AN S0 R AT
— 7 DU [ 2 [ R A T 2R AR 4, J T b R
R SRR E ST, T AR R i DT Y



$ 9

WA S5 [ A T A RS AT T 1109

WA o AE2 A ) A 2 R) 58 R PR B S
FER BB 5T 204 R 55, 38 B P AP A PEAS AE
2 FEARA R S BIbRE R TR 2518

S [ A2 (R F & S E S IR T L
R (LRI BT 25 . A T T4
Sl Py 3 B RN S SO0 A A AR
IR (FE SO a A%, 1967) 5 70 AR FH b B, W5
A = M S A K SC - S R I S A g A
TR BYVTHEC , 32 90 M7 R 28 B oKk Ak s T
B 2 () F 2 R I8 P e o s A A DS 22 35 4
G A AR AT =X, R DL+ G 2 1) 7 gk ol
RERIH AN ZHEME 2 2T R (1 [F T4,
2007) , 3B 3K [F 425 M 255 DI REROH , iR AUGE
RARER L BRARZ TIMAF A E R AR, X
s () D RERFH 0 SE IR a4t 2 (A pr ARSI £
Y Y PE RE T A —L T — R S RGN A T s
1o AEYRTAT SR R E R SR N R LS
TR, B s m &5 A e s A5
LV EIIIE % Ny W VA D NI B 8/ -8 7 Ny SR T2
Tt ARG — " RN A 28 [ A&
& Je R TR A [A) A Jy , #A 2 ven 265 T 17 [ 2 [
FHRE JRy , AR E TRl & J (BN A, 2013)., HlE it , A<
SCIA A & 1R B 2 A T 3 i R
QA SRS NE . BRNE  EERZ
T IR 5 Tl TT & R A S fe A AR SRR e L R
U 14 DX 38K, AP N2 4, [R] IO A9 6 25 ] 249 £l
TR, RGP & 25 B R M A 2 08 5 45 ZEOW 2
T 3R G I Sk IR, XA g i P b, 18 25 i) e
Tk 7S A 2 R AR 25 AR UROR . @& Rk
R FERWL LR ST & T A A A R 4P L
TE LR A P 25 2 M A B A5 5 2 R 454 5
FEROW I 23R E 8 I b e hib 5222 A b 25 X T
RIS () S ) A4 1) A 182 ) op T 7R 3 )
NES#E2FF SN R T 228k %
VriRss . QERZL S, EREM EERIF RIS
TR 55 Hb 3sl 6 U5 R BT 7 3R S AR R, e b AR 7S
RGuMRSS UIRE s WO L BRI R AT AR RS A
SRYTHLE R T, SR B A S R G R

3 WU A

KIRK, [ ] b B S 25 [ O At B i
FE B AN R 405 20 AN [R) s AR T o

FHIBETE o AT AT JLAN I 5 X B8 ZE il ik 7
.

(L) VAN BAR 0] 43 R s — 2y [ 4 25 ]
TERAE SRy i % 23 (8] 2255 A JRy S S AR 1) 7 LT
fili o WIS (2009, 2011) kAR 36 A 5 AT BA SR H
FA)3E PPN B AR O3k, 76 v B = R T i DR
T RN A ¢ X ER e ik e AR VT 20 5 46 o 2 ]
A TR S e b 4% T L 5 RS2 4 (2006)
PRI R 2 R I LRI SR . R BT
/=5 e 1w o 1 AT 0w L D S S N S
i B B AR Bl A Bl 00 S 15 T b PR (T T4
41990; SEIFROEAE, 2007; BELRAE, 2011).

(2) NPEM AR E , 56 R — W A A
FAMIE BN . BB R Bl — 2 IS T
W EE A TR T AR RCHE AR PO S
TV Hb 35 S PR 200G e bR R B, A 2
HUALR B A NER G F RS IR 4 B 25 580 i F b
T EME (B A% R, 1983; B A 48 45, 1997; 157 5 3¢,
2011); (HX ASCEZSE T 115 I, &
AL IO 25 A S B VAN 2 S S B PPN 5
() =00, A E TR N H RIS | IX A7 S A SCH#E
G2 B R M AR AR AR R AT LR A VAN (BRE
4, 2006; B HAE, 2009; H#7A, 2011; fa[ )14, 2011),

(3) 7 1T & 7 X0 T, ¥ KA AR Tolk ik
SEATT R (MREE4E, 2006; BE, 2009) | B A 25 H
Hh (B R4 4, 2008; ] F145, 2011; 5 R iE 55, 2014)
P Z2 b ELAR T BE FH H , ELAR T 7 5 S
Hi(Gong et al, 2012; Zhang et al, 2013) A #) J5 [ a5
FH i (1 A7 9% 45, 2010; 36 7 184, 2012; FLE A4,
2012) Tl b (R 5245, 2009; 22445, 2012) T
JEAE S R L (F 4211045, 1999; X1 517, 2000) . %
B IR 55 T S Al it Hb 45 (Delgado et al,
2008). FHLELELTF , [ P 27 B ] T 255 R
Foxt [ 25 A & R A b A B
WY ; Ty RE FH b T R A b s R SR L e FH b
A, Tl JERAE R b S B Y, (R AR A
FI A Ay PR G LR b ) 2 R) 75 SR P A2 4 AN
o M 2 0% NI LR D R b 7 oK &
BTG R G AT I8 I RE , 5 OA A 40 H LA
X, U Javadian(2011)IA A, Z AR E I S5 ER5E
Z A1 56 ZH 2 R i 2 A O B A TR RS, 19 A
SR SCAE (T FNIREE 4 BE VR 2R T HGE
P Bl ol AR ZERIE 52 (Steiner et al, 2000;
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Joerin et al, 2001) , & Al 5 it K 28 H: i 4515 it FH b
(Uy et al, 2008; Bagdanaviciiité et al, 2013) 551, 2 [
HMEA (4 0, T A [ T R M s B 75 2R A 22
S A TRE AAR AT 5, 2 P9 3E R A S A
R Z—,

(4) WIHR R R, W M E R (M EHE, 2011) (4
TF X (UNPY YT 4 5 (B, 2010) KT ety
(445, 2012)) 4 T (B8 K 424, 2008; 5 15 5L
4 2010) X L (B 4545, 2009; i fi i 4%, 2010) ., £
AR R B DX (B Aok 45, 2010) 25 AN RBE, [ 2%
[F) - 3 B 2 AR EL I R A B R AT, R
S PR AE 2R 35 IX DL RS ¥ f, Horpy
ELR S E B AN SETE B S AT R
TRl R IR 88 AE ) e ‘B A - A 485 2 7 1k
(1) % A (378, 2009, 2011).

(5) TEPEH HLIC Iy T, 25 [R) JF K el 1 BV O
W R LR (VB2 2010; FH 4 A4, 2012) . £ 4
AFBUX (T d %, 2008) , He A 5B 5046 b i A 190 (fili
T BLAE, 2007) T A %, PR B AT BOROT R
T3 B 5T AR i A 25 0 R E TE Y 20T (R 4,
2006). 7F # 15 FH HbIE FE PE A AR I (AT 0 4,
2010) 5 #h B 2 fe H H 09 25 18] 50 (85 1 18 A,
2012), I XA 2E R A FE bR B A8 1S A TR AR F B
TR BATC , T30 2 FORE 5 8 il 31 58 — 19 AN F T
H A ST  EAHE R I EZ 5 )

(6) MBS f BE R F , A R E 24
TELLT 55 T - 1L M Fr e e 9 i B a8 DX B
TEM (BE7S, 2009; % 45 45, 2009; %5 K K 4%, 2012),
¢ AU 2 I ST B VA ) BT B AR oA, RS E
PE MR R 7= U SR SR 3 [
Ak Ll (X A 245 PR 5 i 55 A 52 T N A 1 S, R
Bl IR AR A A PRI U R - (X1 #5074, 2014) D%
P00 P R A T P A B (4 A, 2012) 2%
S o TE A H I S IR PR A A T — 5
AP (2% = T AT 5 PPN ST B ARG AN, LA
W oh 32 o @ J L BGE BCE VAN . S SR X i T
S-S FIF S d i, (BAE A R A B Al A R s
[i) , A28 o ) A SRS A A A, 7 B O
i st 336 4 b I AR R RE 1 ROl A 2 s TRl £
PR Ry B SR, LT A AR SR A
P P 2 AN ] sl e g R 2R (Tl rh 45, 2008; 1 A7 itk
4, 2010; EHEAE, 2010; FHIEEAAE, 2013), B)iiH]
R R I 5 53 ()58 B PEA (Steiner et al, 2000; 2=

FRAE, 2011), K ZS AR R AR 2 RIAE S
Ji 5553 e A v 1) DX, AT 2 81 5 T A AR i
) AR OCTEIE K F K % B L
V7K 23 1] Bk it b 3 A 5 722 e 1% BR i 4 FH (R
2%, 2008; Pourebrahim et al, 2011; 5& [ 4555, 2014);
(] B SHE B 22 5 4503, AT R AR (22 5 Al A
AR E R AR (PME SR, 2007), @3 T & 11 X ek 3k
B R FH b B P (Gong et al, 2012; Zhang et
al, 2013), I ZEA1 F2 B3 Ao A DX AV S s (]
LRI AR TR B AR T RCR e B AR AR 43 A R
52 R B M S SR A AT AT B
R 2R AR g4 LB AR R 5
o N HIC L 2B AESBOUS Tk OT
T Zo 38 S AR ™ S AR AR s Rl A BRI . SRR
8 L0 AR, 0T R 30 XA AT 2 A b A AR A Fed
S0 S w17 8| D2 BBV E SAA B B i S Yy 1 e R
WY RS B E BRI T . DS
iy XA R SE EE DAY . M2 5 3 A
P R A A TR M R IR B AR ¢35 XU
(149 B ) PR R | T % K DA DR R A ] 5 ) Sk
(HF dF Wk 4%, 2011; 58 1 & 4%, 2012; & & 4R 4%,
2013), ST, B XA R MBS A, BEA B2
BT ESINBTUN= it S S PN f- N A TS THE (= 7 Y = A R
EAEAEAT T 2259, X 2 M B 2 2 ) S5 MR SR B
FEPEHT SRR X AN [R) b 2 AT X0 1
JETFHE 22 HORS 40 A9 38 B PR I SR AR S S AR
N R AR ) 5[]

4 FEBMA R

4.1 fEtRIRRIRI R 12
JEE 37 ] 23 [T A 5 Rl B A S PR 2R
P A B AR R AR AR 2 PR DA A 4R
filt o AP BVRAT SCHIR A B, ] 25 T O R A 3 A
BhR R FRBEACE ST B SR TR IR R SR A R
M2 8P 5 (BOR BE Kot 22 2 AP 7 ThT Y72
WD, TR, A F N EEAR ST
WP A 22 S T AT e O ., A S 8 B R R AT B
HES . WINPT , 2004 4 AT LAHOULZ i it i
FHMBIE FUVEEA R 32, 2004 4F 25 A 2 o e 152 A
b B DA A0 LA 6] 3 B i 3 [ A
JERIH . Ak BILA-AFE] [ 2 WO RS B
WHRbRIR R M ZE R B R br A tE T B e, R



2591 A A S AT A dE B P T 111
Rl BXmERAABREEEHEFMEZE
Tab.1 Factors and indicators of suitability of spatial development and construction land
AT S HfghR R SCRR

AR AEAT  HOEAEESS iR 3R ) o 2 iy MRS S L MR SR b Roberts, 1979; Mf4 R, 1983; Bifd: € 4%, 1999;
TR SR EA A TR o 2 55 R5E45, 2006; Delgado et al, 2008
W HOARE  m A R M I R R MR R B ) A firH4EE, 2008; #4445, 2009; 5¢ N U4, 2014;
TR H R AR K TR 2k Ty XU 25 97 154, 2012
I R e T R AR SR RS K A il 477 9 4%, 2010; Bagdanaviciiité et al, 2013;

B, 2013; X #:J74E, 2014

AR B IR BTSN K B g 7 eVl A B T e AR Bk R RS, 2007; Brak 4%, 2009; ##75, 2011,
FAREE e S 2015

ASHEREE HFRAERRG ) AP T NDVI, RO K AR Miller et al, 1998; Steiner et al, 2000; [k 32 4%,
X Jdh R RG2S AR S RS 2006
X Sl A A A ARRAE AL A B E eSS PE BBUEE K IR R S R R PRS2 S, 2006; Pourebrahim et al, 2011; 5% 7,
B A SRR X A 2011; FEH R4, 2012
RS RSB RE K R, /K A 3 i 25 [ifi F LA, 2007; FMT5E, 2009
SNBSS s S A AT L [ AR PP ECC ks AR R oS R . R KA, 2007, X DA, 2010
FEFANAE oL 4

PSATTRE KAl AT YE SSm LR SIREPO Sm SO ES B A o7 A, 2011 L F KA SR, 2012, F 4 AF,
FEGHE AT | A I T TS B R B, B R B AE A LRSS 2012; SRARAESE, 2013
il 1 A 8 4
2RSS AN GDP WAL R PR A5 R BRI AR AR Bl R B 2R, 2007; T A S, 2008; R AE,
A= R SO il T EE | Tl P (RS R 2009; AR EREE, 2010; #4745, 2015

BRI B FEAAR | e G DU 2k 45 1 45 FHCHEAE, 2007, w424, 2008

AR AR AR 25 RR AN R RS SRR A Rodriguez-Gallego et al, 2012

PRTTS3 19 AT LAWY L B MRS PRI R 4k T M, 460 B R

(1) “ T2 EEHE . FL7E 20 28 60 4F A,
F S (L967) 4 T T 20 R Kb e
S K SC S | A BRI B PR (A%
DR TEIRLLE BRI, 2 R 2 g X —HE
PRI R (B R ZARME T 58 X LR v]
PRPEA BT X M BEAE b, HE AR I i BT A 2
Z (Roberts et al, 1979).

(2) TR 5T 45 1 = S0 . #F A 20 142 80
AEAR ISR, E R FH M R B - MDA R
P22 BRI A — A TR R — U H R — B
“FH DR B AR Hh B AR Rl R G E PR
BEL T 4 FH , b 5 5 2% 1 — T i PR s e M A
Fride 2 rpfie A A LR O3 (FRA B, 1983; i E4F
4, 1990; Z1H, 1995; £k AR HE 45, 1996) , Hrfrith T 2
R B2l e MR ) R KA PR 1
5 0 | Hb2 3 1 O 45 48 bR ok B (Dobson, 1979;
PRk AEAE, 1997 ) 5 Hb A0 R 3R 3 28 ik M 3 2 AR (4
MR R AR AR, 1996; V5% 8155, 1999), U/ Ese#
FEPEM 558 T T B K SRt St S i b
AR (K23, 1990; SFHIAK, 1992).

(3) $5 bR 2 JeAb T, 21 thh20 LISk, s 5 F t

FEAE, B2 oot BIRRRAELT
JUT5 1 : O T i 23 (R PRs T oy e 19 A5 28 )
Has M, iz AR TR ARG — e P L ik
TR BT AR I BRI (PMAESE:, 2012) , 2% S AE T FR4L
RBEBESW T, H 25 LA A A58 25 ik
IS TR S . 7 EASEbR)Z T, 2 LIS BT
HEEAERRGETH A SR H AR X R
RIS B KU 44 I DX AR T 46 b 3 45 ]
NFEE B N AR AR i, iR K R FRIE
0 S W2 Y 5 4 (8 A J2 F FH 48 A5 (Miller et al,
1998; Steiner et al, 2000; X1 1 4 4%, 2010), Q7]
IRTF T, Hb T A0 PN 2% 37 S LR B AR X AT, 48
bR Ry I A T A S AR A « b S A 1 T
14 7% S Y /b, b 3 T DG 1 B A P A 2 R ) B
BE my AR BE | AR A A R L (VLN O H,
2009; ih 477k 4%, 2010; L 5 #A %, 2012), H s
R IR AR AR B S ) SR AN S
NETEAE A7 B BARDG T B AE—E R
WIE AR L R RS R 2R 5 o) — 5 T, b St
MR TAEL S — e R R EE H M ae
ARG — L 22 1IN T ZR A PEHL BT R . BREE
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23 [A) A ) IR PREL SR SE B b R L, — S B AR 2
PrER G4 LA NI A7 (A Hl R
AHLRBE AN AGE FLPEFEAMA R (2007 4E LU .
AL FEEE 11 T FH A BRI T 28 A8 T R
F(HLOFES, 2007), AU B 7R A8 kTP & ik
6 b HAE S S R e R R B R AE S RSk
S IIREEAE S AT e, EEW MR T 52K
FARERS X K IR X B SOt = i e JBR
B A T BARTEM o 22 DU I X AR AR X, LA
555 T X B A N 3 R ) 5 5L e (R
45 2011; FLE WA, 2012; FHiEfH 4, 2013); 5 & o
R UG IR R T 18 b i v ) B A 5 5 (L
DR, 2007) , 78 4 ATHFGE Hid 50 WL . @RS
A FH L 5K JAS A B 2 0] A Jy A5 ok (R 4
S JE A3 RIS -2 ) H 250 i, 2E B R E
S R AN/ % N 1 g sY N wb | E N E R T €2
122 S E E R (BT, 2002), BE2E K+ U] FH 5
ZE IR AT B Hb AN [ R 25 B AR R R, DA e KR
JE Vs /0 7 Ji (Warner, 1996; Malczewski, 2004; B2
ZE5E 2009), KU, 2000 4F D RE B PR H T AR
W A TR R A B A 1 ) 25 VR R IR A L SRR B 4
(Bojorquez-Tapia et al, 2001; Shearera et al, 2009) 4}
AFEARARR o X —AR L AT 9 AAS 3 S AR FE P
D RS AR B . AR LR A BRI A
AL T E RIS B, i DK A AR BRI BT
HEPEY

(4) AT 10 4F- 2 M4 Y 23 (] F %38 B P4 b A
o M THOWERHME TS, 25 [0 &k
B PEA SN T 25 S PR M SRR X S B A
(R 2955 | AR, A 8 432 2 38 ik ROBE e fofs
TR A i 9 SRR PR 28 0 ) B 2 WL ) S22 T L A
2 RS HER AR . BOkE B A
Rl EEE A R B LR G R R G ERRE, H AT
WHRbRR R AT Ia90 R =2 A BN EH— 2P &
BT (P 5 AE, 2006; P 4%, 2007; T & b AF,
2008) . “ AR BB AR —2 T L TR (B 7245,
2009; #MT5 4%, 2009; #4514, 2010) F1 BT I A BE
IR —IF K BUR—TF & 7 777 HE 28 (i 5 B 4%,
2007; A7, 2009, 2011, 2015; 4R Hi%%, 2010; FH&
4, 2012),

ST HESE e A L A 2557 (H A
IRAE PR IR P 7R AR SR BDIRAS VR FE K K+ 5%
TS AL ST R JRIERE S5 1 3l XA A5

T, FEAE I Ty 1 22 LA R ARAE A SR
fass e A S E M AR RS S B
G AR EMAE AR R EEARRS
(AR W | AR X SCHIAR X TR ZRAR
O B KRR R XS 7 56 R AY e R R
B2 — 5 6 9 3 AR T T A A 8 FH 2 B ol AU A 2
SR T R RS ZR 58, ¢ 7 DXl (A M 1T R ot
I ) AR I L ()b 2 AR AR 2 — (M
4, 2009; AT, 2015); 7K VIR T I, H LS bR
S NFIHEHD |5 50 B b AR K R
A TR MK XA v R 4 R A B A A FR
Frdd 2 v (6 T BEE 4, 2007) 5 78 & R L RE 5 8 11
1], F bR 48 22 A X R (R SR I S8 4 2 0%
G LS5 W ELRE T N R AE Ty T
PR (BRS2 45, 2006; JHi4H 45, 2013); 78 28 X A 7
AT, 458 22 R R S B M D v D R A
R HARE FIE IR B (R 5, 2012; 47K, 2015), 7F
T 5L )2 11 22 35 50 0 PR 8 5 3 X 2] 1 &8t M (M
A5 2000)/E B E AR R, B2, X BEFEBRAER AN ]
FABEFRAFE T M B8 A0 ELE
4.2 1EFRRRITIR

SR [ 28 A R s T VA IEAE
mZE AL RGAL B AT Febr it 5
(B A A, b 720 7 48 T ) = T S A = b ) 52
Beo MOEEHEFRIR RGO E T8RRI
B — IR GER AR 22 X BRI SR A 4 2% ] I %
FIFH S B a5 A Z N R 2 m s br
KR, — B ARSI 5w SR A5
HFE PR IR R R T g — A et . B 5E,
WIRbR RE ST BRA TR R ROV K T 50
R WA AHE R, Jorh AR M PR 55 AR R EE I
AR 28 S T e o W (D0 15/ ) W 3 e/
AN 5 A S N ik cE R SR 9 S i
[vi] , BB 2 A1 A ] 2K 25 g b dal s () %o ) — b o 2
J7 XS B Fe bR R A e IR R 2 7. H
WK, B4y BB A O 2 72 W23 6] I i BT
M IR A XUk R ) B IR R #
A5k = —BOA RS (7R, 2007), 7EAHOC
2ERHE AL AR AR B AR . LR
B oF B O HE RN FE bR R R M S 58
L (AXF S HESR T e bR 52 5 18 AN s iU
XGRS A PR U A5 FR AR ] 1 ¢ R B E = 559, &
HAEARRIWESE h RAE 7] — X 2= 38R 2 A A [R], 7]
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—JEAR AYIE FLE o bR o R AHARRE o i b
HREIIMTE TR0 LI T KA R A ) R AR TR
i, T AR A B AE AT TS F SR M B EAE AR ) A (] 425
[ Fif B e - S S AR b s AN DR GTF PN
FATT 5 BRI PO B BE B AR PR A T (L
JEG B P B sl B 2 il B R B, U e = A
FE R AR ME o X JCBEXS WM 25 2R AR~ P i
RO, 3 BOPN S5 R Z 0] 0k He A, Wi 1 ik
FLPEPPHT B SE B E
PRI A SCA PR 34> 0 T 14 [ RN 5 |
B2 B AR S - (D27 FU0F (8] 28 ()T R B
ELE A IR R A T AN — 2, RIS I LB R
AR BOHE BRI R IELE TCH nT K, BT —E &
WM FIRE B . QI 28 8] I 3 AR T 9 K
FIZARE, BN IEE N A B 2B A 25 R
WL R R ST R ) R A L A AR
TRER AT M EE, B0 AR R 3E FLE A R I 25 A5
B, QEEMEIEN I AR R B A
R AE NI 5T 32 8 T ot nT AR TETE AT A
Wesh & e br sl E R R EAR L. B,
WEEPEN S B SERR DA 2 R BURbMA R
e = WA AN —Ek A H 2R T A

5 WA

I Ik B TN 25 SR R 2R
PR 2 AL ok B A B M PRI IR AT . Warner
(1996) 11 Malczewski(2004) 5 I 18 ‘B AN 7 340
A SR N 2SR, B R HOR
T A S—BUAMARS SN EZFHER. Bl
AN Z RS B VAN 5 2 i [l B DL GIS F AR B H

JZ T E A o B O 3 (BB SCAR, 2004, i) S A
&, 2009) A& FLAEPEAN 7 i i e 3 B i R
AP T TP HESE K55 Ty v itk ol SR, AR S
ZEAXIUA A BN O A B 28 BT & B B
PR IS R LU PUZE (36 2), 433 % L HEA T A
PR BRRIE 5 IV L

51 ZERBEFSITM

IR VAAS (8] 32 80 M B, a8 AN [+
HFE PRI A T (A4 Ze Pk 5 A Lt n A e B
S LA SN T RS VR S5 ) 1 v 28 HE AN [ (9 BT
Wrori, TR T EDF BC T e Skt . R
P RIE N 2 T, 2L RS ELGE AN 4
N =% (Malczewski, 2004) .

(1) BB, X— kRS T T
IS, B E AL S P E BRI KB, N T
GG T T2 R S RN AL B A A BRI K1t
SECAL At B o) LR o PR AR SOy  A5 Es E M TN
it (MacDougall, 1975; Steinitz et al, 1976), Lyle %%
(1983) ¥4 e Jr B 3 — 5 ¥ I T 5 [ F a Jef o il Ak
PR R TR o 12O B £ b ] A E S HL
AHE Z [ AR B ST, BRI B X RN XA 753
FIIA RN, FF RE A AR 4l x0T - b B U A AN 28 3 ke R
Z& 1l (Hopkins, 1977; Malczewski, 2004; 4% SC &5,
2004) ; {5 21 135 B 2R Z A AHOC G &R
X 4 b 1) ] & 2 v i T A Ak (Malczewski,
2004; EYRSCEE, 2004), H AT PEUY 2 32 AR5 P 558
oM TP A R RN Rt A A IR,
REFEMT RIS AR AR BRI, X
AN ZE 52 X6 A sl FPE AN i B B SUR T 7

(2) T ZImei G mEa . Ak
] PRS0 BT XE LA S AR AR AL T 22 S R A ) A

#2 EifzEARBREEMNTEERSHE

Tab.2 Frameworks and methods for the evaluation of suitability of spatial development and construction land

RS FERMTT R S FRRHIE (EaiRENiEl
ZURBELG SPGB LIS A OO H A SRR, AT A BB 2 WG e T 7 s 3 77 28 0L I
i RSP RIIALE: A M4 BRI, 55 GIS BOR MBItk 4 & s (AR AR 28 R APV A, oWk i

% GA WTToras PO > QO i N v {k ox LA e 1] U 3 NESROY 0 5 BRI LT R a i

ZEIANEAE R R S0 R 30T 5 BT AL, 51 DG 7S DA G A P A, RE MRS M L Ut s ) DL 8 25 I D7 e 38 25 %

FER D TP T W A iR

B SRS R R BT R 5 SR WUB SRR  MELA e WL 25 (8] 5 ‘P o T
P, SOOI Z I SE P v, HH A2 R

A EEARR

ST ARG ZS AR O PR AL G . O I B RIS BRI RISESE R R 3E T2 o2 w0 L [ 428

IREIS 2 Ry T E 4 G s

{5 o SRR AR 22 55 (0 o R, Bl ()T e i s AP A
T RS B

ZHAEEGVHY DARNR T g B A 2 BRI R AL BRI R, 5 T 5 HAUKESARSS & 50 851 T2 ROWLAY [ 2 18] 7

AR VHEVE FIRSE R R

ENEESETE S (TN

SRS B P
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HRRWAR, FREGSAR R Z AN B G117
%5 GIS R 19 45 4 (Malczewski, 2004; Zhang et
al, 2013), H i C MO BRI thi EZE R ITE
(Hopkins, 1977) ,fu45 £ Hix . Z B LGN . £
HARZE G IR L L2 B AR sRAL, A PP 25
) oot Z2 R &y N IE ERR R, DAB G e
2% (Steiner et al, 2000; fh L, 2000; Pourebrahim et
al, 2011), {H U] 7£ GIS PR 5% T 5L A 4= i B2+
Wiz FE— k. ZEIEL AN ARz E
GBS A e na - W Rv ok - NN )=/ &/ iy
e P INAL WAV T BRAR S AR
WU SERAA T V060 0 A A T I Z7 - (Warner,
1996; Chow et al, 2010; J# & # %, 2012; Ferretti et
al, 2013; Xl #% )7 55, 2014); U A vl o0~ Al 45 1A
R 5EE MR R W BRI T2 A A A
Wi CRIFOELAE, 2007; FHEEHSE, 2013), BEE S8/ 42
P B N FR AR AR (BN [RI S AR A E] A 48L&
U3l R ELR G O, RIHBRER i BAE T 5,
Z @ MRS R H R 35 )12 19 754 (Xu et al,
2011; faF+4%, 2011) (HHALRE AT 7E GIS PR3
HATIBER R R PR E S B AE7EXE A S il A
T E P (Collins et al, 2001).,

@) ETATHBEENZZEREZE . A
TR RER LS GIS MY 45 & & 4R R & HAE VAN I
B AR A B — B 2 R R (R AR,
1999; Delgado, 2008) . #fi 25 ] £& (X1 #E #k 55, 2008;
Xu et al, 2011) . #oc/Hr(Gong et al, 2012) %4k AE
EEAEE R BN . SHAR I EA N, AT
RE T L RE A R L R R GE , Al AN &
PE BOR PR AR o3 58, B B T R A 3
TR SR RN A 3R £ AR 2 PR AR B 0] A BE 7 (f] P M2
4, 2009), HAT, N TR REHHEA T/NUE Y&
PRV, AnAn] %o K23 ] RUBE T (it s it 5 42
ZRIR) R, R H BRI R, FEGIS TR T REZ
KR . ) G W= 4 ) 5 e ] LT A 3
ST RS, A EEE L,

5.2 £ T EMEE/EAREEHEUEE TN

F T o b AR FH AR DX e AN AN 52 AR b, ¢ )5 22
2, W5 AR A SOK s gl ARG, 2R
LR B BV ME LR IBURE €5 2 (] BT X P4 25 6]
T EMER S o P, T LS AR A [ N 2 T

e ial A3 A AH B AR B A T E R VAN, [ A1
FHEEX W BEARN L BREFRIEA LI, F
WP ik F A =M. —RERTZERGLE

B X A R R A RS FE A TR, A B
SOULR P | 38 i | 22 R A R S0 SR i T
HLAR i, FeF o A 25 SRy 28 4 2 5 A P 3 .
P (ZEERAE, 2010; PMMESE, 2012), — R AH FHIE—IL
AT 1 SRFRBH BRI DA 2 8] T & i e
SR R R, SR e R A i A i B g AR
IR T A E T BT R sl A A T s AR AR BEL
{E DX A P 28 (R B M /KO (2557 2 5%, 2011, FE Rk
2, 2013), XN TS HOS R PR
BRI N, FE T H L (Fan et al, 2011;
TG A, 2013) AN RS (R AR, 2013)% 7
HOAIEZ RN, = REEE s b5 )
BT | FE ) R A A 5 | U E AN T (B 5T
4, 2011), FEFAs M U AH BLVE AR et 3%
G243 [A] BT I T & T B, X A 2 (1R FH AR
PLEE T HMEAE

SR, S R T A AR KRR L RAh T 2
RLABEN AL (HAL T I DA — 28 [n]
B OFA ST W5 AT AE 1 5
WIS A58 551 JERE 1 5 @)%t BB PH 74580 v B 7 1A
T B LRH 7 B AT — 2 I @ FOUAE RS
G3 M LA SO S TCHE N BEA I R G 08 153 T, ander
I FH 7 L ] = 2 [R) T 3 BRI, 1 il = %
R QAN ST A SCER KRR SR TR
e/ INRUBE B HEAT ), G el 8 B8 2 02 T TR G
L T DA P DA i PEAG b2, 4 R adE—
WG
5.3 EFAEBMERMER HITEN

BT A S R0 B PR VAN 2R 15 P M
BT 25 18] 14 Ja8 P SR AR — o 22 4 0 L R
23 [A] (RPIT & 2 i 75 SR AR 25007 B PR T
TR A A I 1) 22 A R 2 2 ]l ek — 3% A DG i A
JEE 2R A W B 7K (BR B 2 = 5, 1996) X Fl iy
NS TR R 0 DR 2R 43 A b A e R AT
U RN B Y R P9 F I =28, 4% BEAS ) G 40 R 15 1 7
Ak, JE 3T Shefold B il 14 5 A 44 A 20 58
HEEFRE SRR T A b, R T
Mh Z BRI IR R S0, N R GEAN G A B
Wrd B KT, R [ T & s E B R T
L, Z B T2 0 ST RN AE, 2007,
AUHISE, 2008). 2473 T AR A S B I
2 T A OUL N B B AR A e B A (A O
2010; Z5 KR4, 2012) FIp e FH bl B PFA (PR
1, 2009), Hame KFFS7E T RHAEL MR ILLGS
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HAebR , IR AR ] A9 AH OC OC 2 5 (HAS [l 48 A X ik
B AE 5 BEAT)XE LA DR 5 [l , o JF3E Fr A i
FEPR AR FHOC O R AR & A 7 200 25 ] ¢
5 ) 5 SR ABASAH R] , G fephs ff b o) JH: 2 F 201 £
S AR L
54 2 RxS5XEGTMN

IR 5 1k 38 AN ) B G - 45 1 S R e
T % 7 252K 22 18] Y VT e A2 (Steiner, 1983), i i
R T e T B0 T e R 0 AR A O XU LA &
WE ML S A TERCRIK . RE AR A+
— BRI YN, A2 E 425 () s P
SN, 0T DX A A DA 2 S AR A (B RTR £
YRR 5 Bl R 2 () J@ MR T & R T KT 2
P2 )R] i AR 38 BT, IEASBEA R D28
[i) 5, TR 2 1] o SR ANSL T % AR 25 1FoR
FEZEREVE BB ST, 38 5 B AN ] [ 423 ]
FH T & F G S 0E 47X G 43 #1 (Bojorquez- Tapia
et al, 1994, 2001; Malczewski, 2004)., 4t , 51 iH 2
A g5 UF2R AN - H R RS PR 2 5 GE H
PEVPARHERR N IE A o X — TN AESE T, BRIZ 4T
RSP/ NNS WL i 2 ] T P e s 2 N R E RV N
VN EEER R SR L N EAIP O P r e S 2 S E
A3 B B )l R R R e R T2 5
X C A PP PR 18 0 W ke S B 47 B R S F 2 i
Z: 50 A VR, B 25 56 8 I GIS F
5 \Web-GIS X ML BAT B RN B . HETIHZE
D77 B N 1 k= AH G 24, B UL T S B SE o
[E A5 T 20 tH4d 90 AFAR I BB IR R B 2 )
7 2000 4 LAJG 7353 Bl 8 Fa AT H L 5088 P b5 R T
T Z I 5% (Joerin et al, 2001; Shearera et al, 2009;
Chow et al, 2010)., {H LA 78 2w B 5 /NP
2B, 25 G VPN PR 0 ] 423 (A i
BHIPAN HOREA R Sl iR R — A R
PEMRE, I, 25856 M bk
B AN—N"IRZR S AR Ml B DA ) 2 A
JEET7 1), A OB ol [ 2 B) I 0 PR A
T [ AR | A A 30 T R A R O S B AR
R RIANMEL

6 A5 EE
6.1 ARIFE

UTAESR ] s ) e g B O i (52
HA, ASC—28 5 B A AR 2SS AT

R A5 U )~ 8 BT R AN [RI B B2E BY  ANR] T 4 T
2, 2 T AR MR B OCHEAT T K 2 Bl
FC, PN TR AW Bt BE S A H 4 8L 4
PR B EsEE . AOUES) T BRI IR R e
2R oB AN ot L% IDEE I i B/ B  E LD g g et e
2 T R MAT o WA LGUE S @ b R T
HEAEHT, o OS2 B T 550 2 R
F1% A TR AT ] 2 B i B B P 5
(SELBI N S: N TIPARE VWi s o S TS|
ATHAFAE— SO (BT S5 RN S ALY (]

(1) AT H7HE N T, Be BRI AL o 1E
SRR RIS, Y R A EE IR T
HE, AFFE SRS o TR PR S B 5 %o [
23 [A)TT R B P A TR BRI E Al = TRAIR
P, WARRAW SIS BAERY RS R AEHLE LA
LA [0 DR 2 00 i B 4 AL

(2) WFFEER A AT PR RV 155 i o eh
T A (T A O P B S SE R s, R
ZRERPIPT I AR AR R R B E AR B = I 5 i B
VAR , AN ] 27 25 X0 B B P9 R i B AN T it
PR IR R LA T 22 57 5 SR PR e % MR 5 b 1 °EL
P G s v BEE 2 mh R0l n] A PR MR R 2R
JE , B2 AR I B R S T S, VR

(3) AEVFH J5 ik I T, BB o DU RO i B A
WL, 8 PR LA TR AN GE— , 2 XA HE 2 )
o MAMRPRZSEETAESL S WELE,
M PR R AN v ) — R PR R
B EE (A AR S SO Al Rk B
N S A S R, B T L
WAL L2V AR FE AR X T E RN,

PR E] 9 5GBSR ™ AH T AMEE” 58 42k
PO =T G AR, T EAR TR AR A A 22 58 O 0K
PEPRAR bR LA 500k, 10T 5 AT O 58 500 A B 240
WA, SO LSS T 2 BB A S A AR &
FAFBY I T A AL A RS ST PG HE
A0, SRR B e 8 R B AN R 4R JE 5 Y BT 5E LA
RTPIR G 3 (B e 2 O £ B B Al s
) AH EAE AU AR S & o An] R85 A R AE 2R 52 30
2 ) T s M A 22 4 5 4 e =T, i

(4) 1E BRI o A —B, AT A
(] Tl BOR AT 1 AN, BR A 1 3 B ) S B (L
EA DT L SRS S5 R E B o =26
DUl 12, (H D SRR 735 2 a4 ) 2 [8] R
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N K R AR AR AT o
6.2 RE

WA, B 428 [ A g il mE R B 4
B AR (AR B 5 2 b . X, )R
2 B LA JUAS 7 T HE 30 ] - 25 8] I A i 1
ﬁ‘@ﬁﬁ?{

(L) s [ 4= 23 (8] & 3 B S A L F
I8, e g LA SE B R G I BRIG HE 2R R R AR R
ELURIT T, 07 2 i Xof [ 4 24 1) T & 15 308 P
PR R ; 7842 S AR, X A H O
R VEBATF RS LR SRS A ]
28U PSS 1 BRI ST R A AT IR
SR MR TR RUEE [ 25 ()RR | - iR 545 B 4
SERTT R & A — N 2 RS 2R E
23 [T & A B IR R .

(2) SCHE VAN HE BRI A G ik, e E
PEVEN i e WRVPANAESRIN 5, A B PO R IPAGHE
KA TR, JE S 58 i M 45 AN ]2 13
PEM TR oK, B A A RAESL LSS50 vk, A
AR N T ARZE I S 5854
TR HELE ; S0 + 2 [B] I &30 B AL S B0R
b= W N SR R RS B UL e
H ALS A AU S5 FH 425 [ E HAE TR
B VR SHLE IR B RO 1 AR Rl
HEZE | B HEE B PE O o i RO 3640 S i A )t
B A ) RO B s [ F R s R E R .
SRV RGNS, W Fe o AU A s AR
L RbeE R SRR A 2 2RV T
I R R U ) T B S KO AL | A SRR
EHLER AL T4 S ALEE , FEA—H" R R E5 A
— N7 F 78 B 3 B R e PR R AR AL I 11 3
fill b, A R S B PEMAE SRR &R HESh TS bR
RR IS LR —Eb . R Z T, N2
OIS PRI B T R BT B AR T B
(GIS.RS .WEB-GIS FI ] ¥l {b 7 AR %) , i & BE A AN
LRAR A RS S50 R4 s G5
i U SO UL S A2 ) A A5 22 R ECHE
A Pl B YRR A B RO

(3) ek i B PR S A B A G oy T R HEBhiE
HE RS A A ] 25 MR EANZS A, bk s
[P A= A2 (R4 A = BT IR A 2 () i
B HMKE

(4) 2w RIS, ¥ IR R 3G
Fil o — 2 s 72 L 1] = 2 [) F % 33 ‘B R0

FRT R H IS BTN, 51 18 BT i i
FHHEARDEG ) Dy REFS 0] (14 HbE B AFR e
T ] 2S AR A0S G oK o MRS RUBER R
A MR T (BL) DL R RO Y & B AT i oG
L AFE LT 2RI IX IR 5 — IR LTS 5= F L 3K
MRS 52RAT 7 TAE S EE g
IC, R A 23 (R JF & A JR 0 S B4, 2
BT EMN. SUPFSHEZEN 42 )
2S5, J5 S 5T 0 A X AS [R] ek 2 8] O
HOR A A M55 X, SRR AR X IR & 25 5 3B 4%
23 [B] € b K HLAE PP X 3aR) , 8 7 BT Ak 1) 5t —
TN 22 G0 R R PPA AR

(5) R [ 475 [a] & el 15 3k M 1 vy FH F
N e wd |21 A B 2 92 S TN K ) | = s w1
RS [ A R Z A0 6 T2 [ gE | - R k)
J7 ZZ 5 R SRR IEAY | 4 R AR A S R R
47 # % % Y (Camacho Olmedo et al, 2013), J5 £ i
FENUREEPR Y LN FINME .

(6) LAFEAIFSY 2205 7 L 1] 4= 2 [B] F A 3 ‘e A
RO P 8 18 FH S B PR 0 A T SR LGS
FERE I A bR 2 [A)F R3E AR VA T R X S
Z— SN ARG — A G HEAR T A5k
BB WA RS LU 25 LAY [+ 25 8] D g
43 DX TRO0 2 T A b A PR P 28— Xt RS
Pt 5 i 1 ] - 2 R & R S e < 2 R G
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Progress in evaluating suitability of spatial development
and construction land

YU Zhonglei*, ZHANG Wenxin', LIANG lJinshe', ZHUANG Li*
(1. School of Geography, Beijing Normal University, Beijing 100875, China;
2. College of Water Sciences, Beijing Normal University, Beijing 100875, China)

Abstract: Suitability of spatial development and construction land (SSDCL) is the scientific foundation for
spatial development optimization and selection of space for building. This article introduces the SSDCL's
concept and connotation, and summarizes case studies on this topic from multiple perspectives. It then analyzes
and comments on the factors, indicator systems, and evaluation methods of SSDCL. The review shows that
indicators for evaluation include physical geographic, ecological, economic, institutional, and social factors.
Chinese scholars have not been paying enough attention to the social and behavioral factors and attitude and
preference of the public. At present, there is a general lack of theoretical basis for the selection of indicators and
classification of suitability, which compromise the scientific quality of SSDCL evaluation. Four evaluation
frameworks have been used in evaluating suitability of spatial development and construction land. These include
integrated overlay analysis of multiple indicators; simulation of spatial interaction and trend; suitability analysis
based on ecological niche; and participatory comprehensive evaluation. Integrating the various evaluation
frameworks to develop a system that takes into account both relationships among different stakeholder groups
and the human-environment relationship should be emphasized in future research. The following measures can
be implemented to promote the progress of SSDCL.: (1) Establish an improved evaluation system of SSDCL and
strengthen theoretical research to form a stronger foundation for an improved indicator system. (2) Improve the
evaluation frameworks, technical methods, and standardization to increase the scientific quality of SSDCL
evaluation. (3) Develop a classification system that meets the demands of spatial governance policy. (4) Expand
the scope of SSDCL case study and applications. (5) Integrate the macro-scale territorial spatial development
suitability evaluation and the micro-level construction land suitability evaluation in order to meet the practical
requirements of multi-level plan integration.

Key words: territorial space; spatial development; construction land; suitability; evaluation; progress



