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Spatial Distribution Characteristics of Land Intensive Use and Driving Factors of Resource — based Cities in Northeast China
CHE Xiao — cui LI Chun -1i
( College of Resource and Environment Science Jilin Agricultural University Changchun 130118 China)

Abstract: Based on the essential meaning of land intensive use this paper selected the four aspects such as land use intensity land use
benefit land use level and land use sustainability to design the evaluation index system and the evaluation model. This paper estimated and
analyzed the spatial distribution characteristics of the resource — based cities in Northeast China. The results showed that the land intensive
use level was lower in Northeast China and the high land intensive use level was found to be manly in the Liaoning Province and the Hei—
longjing Province was lowest moreover the land intensive use level was quite different in the cities the evaluation scores of resource — base
cities based on different internal resources had a descending trend which was petroleum resource type > metal resources type > coal resource
type > forest resource type. Land intensive use was positive correlation with the economic development level the city scale and the industry
structure. Finally the suggestion was put forward to improve the land intensive use level of the resource — based cities.
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