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[Abstract] Researching on the 16 urban agglomerations
this essay builds up an evaluating system based on pressure for
land development from three dimensions: endowment environ—
ment and ecology. Using the entropy this essay finds that: first—
ly the urban agglomerations differ in the pressure for land de-
velopment. The more developed and urbanized urban agglomera—
tions usually face lower carrying capacity and higher pressure for

° land development. Secondly the differentiation of pressure is
mainly embodied in the dimension of ecology. Thirdly the en—
dowment scarcity doesn’ t match with the intensive use of re—
sources. The urban agglomerations with higher endowment scar—
city usually face higher pressure for land development. Finally

the environmental pressure of urban agglomerations can’t couple

with the treatment efficiency. According to the above research
. findings this essay gives some advices from the selections of e—
’ conomic growth and coordination mechanism within regions.
’ [Key words] pressure for land development; urban ag-
° glomeration; carrying capacity; Entropy
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