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Abstract

Cele county is a county in the southern region of Xinjiang. With the development of the social
economy and the implementation of the policy of benefiting the people, the contradiction between
the increasing demand for land use and land supply has become increasingly prominent. Through
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the qualitative analysis of the matching degree between the population, economic development
and construction land in Cele County, the trend of economical and intensive utilization of con-
struction land in Cele county is preliminarily analyzed, and then the quantitative evaluation is
carried out by using the multi-factor comprehensive evaluation method to determine the eco-
nomical and intensive degree of Cele County. The evaluation results of economical and intensive
use of construction land show that the urban land use in Cele County tends to be extensive, the
village land use is extensive, and the level of land use intensity is not high.
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Figure 1. Structure and proportion of construction land in Cele County
1. REBEZAMEEH R HELE

DOI: 10.12677/ulu.2022.102004 19 W 52 i


https://doi.org/10.12677/ulu.2022.102004

FRILHE

312. A\ORREH 2B AT IEIZE 54T

TR L UCHCAR B 32 R AR (Il 1 FH 1 2SR 29 R PRI A E ) (2015 4 8 ) (BL R IAR
CERAEFMY ), IEHUR I s RGN 1k R 538 2 i@ v AR AL DL AR B2 o BT FRdn i &R, W EE 43
Prifih 2 2015~2018 FHAE N AL SR L, 3% 2 @i AR, IR DL 530U T Hb AR
o, PARCRFS N OV e ARG 2 T AR DG R, 4B A0 S B3 s N R R 5 e I b AR Ak 2 )
MOUCECARFE . R F SRR L A7 E ] /R

& 1 AL, 2015~2018 3], SREHE R ELA NG ES 0.2471 TN, HWEKIEE AN 1.48%, 3
2 @K 252,70 Km?, KR N 4.29%, HAE N I 585 2 d v F s K 3k 24009 0.35,
WA SN PG KRS T IR 2 @ KR R, RIS 2 s R AR DU TS IR
N SHETH AR E, FTHEEEMEAN DM KERN 02722 TN, HKIEEN 7.57%, HET
B K BN 88.75 Km?, HKIEEE Ny 23.23%, AN 153 T I U K st 25008 0.33, I
N 8 K AR T30 T PR St 2, 3 = 3 oR IR B TR . AT N 1 55 F A8 A4y
B, SEEh B EARA A DI K BoN—0.0251 73N, HKIRE N—0.19%, A b K B A 163.95 Km?,
HRMESE N 2.97%, AT N L5 R 3G K s R408-0.06, F AR N AFIK, RN IE
B, RUISEEEA R MR BB

Table 1. Matching degree between population development and construction land change in Cele County
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Table 2. Quantitative evaluation results of conservation and intensification of construction land in Cele County
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