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Land Suitability Evaluation in Village Landuse Planning

—Taking Yannan Village of Yiwu City as an Example

PENG Yao'. YAO Xiao-jun’, CHEN Ran, ZHAO Yan-wen', LU Huan-huan', FU L{'
(1. College of Resources and Environmental Science, Nanjing Agricultural University ,

Nanjing, Jiangsu 210095, China; 2. School o f Public Administration, Hohai University, Nanjing, Jiangsu 2111100, China)

Abstract: To better protect arable land and make more reasonable village land use planning, the pressure on
arable land in the process of economic development should be carefully considered in developing land suitabili-
ty evaluation system. In this study, we included both potential productivity and development pressure of cul-
tivated lands to build cultivated land suitability evaluation system and used analytic hierarchy process to de-
termine the index weights. Yannan village of Yiwu City was chosen as an example to explain how to use the
evaluation system in village land use planning. By using GIS, the cultivation was divided into nine areas, in
which the allocation of land resources was analyzed individually. The paper also discussed the method of
using evaluation results in village land use planning. In conclusion, the evaluation system could offer decision
making support in village land use planning.
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