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[Abstract] In view of the current serious situation of
China’ s land resource this essay summarizes the domestic and
foreign researches on urban smart growth and land use. Based on
this summarization it discusses the progress of urban smart
growth including the background of urban smart growth the
connotation of urban smart growth and the implement effect of ur—
ban smart growth theory. At the same time it analyzes the pro—
gress of smart land use including smart land use and planning

smart land intensive use smart land’ s optimal allocation and
smart land use strategy. Finally the disadvantages of current re—
search and direction of future research are summarily discussed.

[Key words] urban smart growth; land use; research
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