PE R K%M 2013,18(4) :232-237 http: // xuebao. cau. edu. cn
Journal of China Agricultural University DOI:10. 11841/j. issn. 1007-4333. 2013. 04. 35

EREFE T HEBRESNFZITEM
—ZHEMM T EREHEXINE A G

fTmig' E B M
(1. 2R R 23R, S0 2300365 2. R K% %R S5 %6, A0 230036)

O E AL iERELAA TN R A ER B ARE RS RS ERARESKEAS T RERNA. £
CHEARHEAB L, AR ERT >R BRI EIARSBEMGE S FNEME LSRR LK LB HEF
Mtk 2, FTRASBRAA LU ELZEZAH TN, ERAN . FEFDEASKAAGR ALAHEAFZFHAE
HAAPF GERBAPF, RELBLERERR AR EEALABNEAXE TN ER. LA RAALLARKEW
MEEARIZFAE ALK EHLEZ A AN, £ L ELMAAEFTN P RREAELSLE N LR,
MAERASERERAESKR T RARRYPFRELELFTARGAIKIE, AR ARAAZ B ARG EER
AR RASTERN R4 S A 0 RIF AR,

EEIA L Eb#is; AARAA; AHP; BMEH R

FES%ES F 301 XEHS 1007-4333(2013)04-0232-06 XEEARERS A

Evaluation of the comprehensive benefits of the ecological

conservation land consolidation:
An example of Guichi area project in Chizhou,Anhui Province

HE Ru-hai', NIE Lei', HE Fang®"
(1. College of Economics and Management, Anhui Agricultural University, Hefei 230036, China

2. College of Resource and Environment, Anhui Agricultural University, Hefei 230036, China)

Abstract In views of the problems, which are land consolidation benefits regional limitations, some unreasonabilities
and no-outstanding Eco-efficiency in the current evaluation index system,the ecological conservation land consolidation
comprehensive benefits evaluation index system was constructed based on the existing research, expert scoring
method, Analytic Hierarchy Process(AHP) and fuzzy comprehensive evaluation method,and the comprehensive benefits
evaluation of ecological conservation land renovation was carried out as well as. The results showed that: ecological
demonstration project is qualified, social benefit and economic benefit is moderate, and comprehensive benefit is for
secondary. Although the ecological benefit of greater weight, it cannot affect the evaluation results of comprehensive
benefits of the project. The reason is that both the economic benefit and social benefit is outweighing of ecological
benefit. Therefore, in the benefit evaluation of land remediation project, not only the comprehensive benefit evaluation but
also the individual ecological benefit should be considered to protect or improve the land consolidation project areas, to
reflect the ecological conservation regulation objective,and to create a good foundation for better rural construction of
ecological and livable.
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Table 1 Comprehensive evaluation index system of land consolidation project
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Ak s 0.445 7 G 87. 94 0.0700  0.031 2 2 2 5 1 0
Ecological G 87. 60 0.0871  0.0388 2 3 4 1 0
benefits G 80. 00 0.2352  0.1048 5 2 3 0 0
G 20. 00 0.2776  0.1237 0 2 3 5 0
G 0.10 0.1557  0.069 4 0 0 1 5 4
GCs 50. 00 0.1744  0.077 7 1 2 3 4 0
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Notes: D The calculation date is from: 1) “The study report of the feasibility of land consolidation project in Wusha town Guichi

District Chizhou city” written by Guichi Branch, Chizhou Municipal Bureau of Land and Resources;2)“The summary report of

land reclamation project in Wusha town” written by Wusha Town people’s Government;3)“The report of government work in

Wusha”(2009—2012) written by Wusha People’s Government;4) The dates of local survey and other integrated materials.
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