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Study on the Coordinated Development of Rural Area Development
and Land Use in Sichuan Province
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(a. School of Management;b. Sichuan Center for Rural Development Research, Sichuan Agricultural University, Chengdu 611130, China)

Abstract: Taking the law of diminishing land returns as the starting point, the coordinated development of the rural area de-
velopment and land use in Sichuan province in recent 20 years was discussed by using the coordinated development model ,
in order to provide a reference for the rational growth of rural social economy and the optimal allocation of land resources.
The results showed as follows: (DFrom 1992 to 2013, the composite index of rural area development, the composite index of
land use, and the coordinated degree between the two systems in Sichuan all had a large degree of increase, and the two
systems of regional development and land use had reached the quality level of coordinated development. @From 1992 to
2013, influenced by the decrease of the composite index of regional development and the coordinated degree between two
systems, the coordinated development degree of two systems showed an inverted “U” shaped development. @It was expected
that accelerating the transformation and upgrading of agriculture, to avoid excessive dependence on land, strengthening policy
guidance, to speed up the urbanization of rural population and economic development, and further implementing the industrial
support, to cultivate new business formats will become the focus of present rural work in Sichuan.
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1992 0.194 0.001 0.001 0.098 0.008 163.61
1993 0.296 0.028 0.101 0.162 0.128 10.481
1994 0.312 0.075 0.393 0.193 0.276 4.141
1995 0.357 0.117 0.553 0.237 0.362 3.051
1996 0.451 0.167 0.621 0.309 0.438 2.707
1997 0.476 0.216 0.738 0.346 0.505 2.204
1998 0.442 0.236 0.824 0.339 0.529 1.873
1999 0.442 0.280 0.902 0.361 0.570 1.579
2000 0.435 0.317 0.952 0.376 0.598 1.371
2001 0.447 0.345 0.967 0.396 0.619 1.294
2002 0.460 0.372 0.978 0416 0.638 1.235
2003 0.469 0.398 0.987 0.433 0.654 1.178
2004 0.563 0.436 0.968 0.500 0.696 1.290
2005 0.562 0.468 0.983 0.515 0.712 1.201
2006 0.608 0.504 0.982 0.556 0.739 1.207
2007 0.714 0.564 0.973 0.639 0.789 1.264
2008 0.762 0.642 0.985 0.702 0.832 1.187
2009 0.703 0.696 0.999 0.699 0.836 1.010
2010 0.701 0.757 0.997 0.729 0.852 0.927
2011 0.739 0.856 0.989 0.797 0.888 0.864
2012 0.728 0.913 0.975 0.820 0.894 0.797

2013 0.676 0.998 0.928 0.837 0.881 0.678




, 4
),
, , 2012
2)
1992-2013
(1992-1993 ),
(1994-1995 ).
)\ (2001-2007
(2008-2013 ),

52

3)1992-2013

1))

2)

’

“UY’
2012

)

(2008-2013

(1996-2000
)

1992
(0.894)

(2]

,1994(3) :34-38.

(D]
,2011.
— [J.
2015(10) :65-69
— [J. ,2015(2) :34-41.
(D]
,2015.
[Jl. ,2013(10) : 174
181.
1. ,2013(10):1216-1223.
[l ,2013(7):1355-1362
[l ,2015(5) :1077-1084.
1. ,2012(2):157-168
[Jl. ,2015(5) : 1382-1387
. [J].
2015(16):96-98,95.
.= [Jl. ,2008(4)
48-50.
[Jl. ,2014(1) :191-199.
.- — 1998-2010
[J1. ,2014(1) :42-53.
20 30
1. ,2014(1) :3-14.
SBM-Undesirable
—_— 16 [Jl.
,2014(4) :712-721.
TOPSIS
. ,2013(5):217-227
(1. ,2013(3) :41-48.
[J. ,2009(9) :1530-1534.
(D]
,2014
[J]. . ,2012(2) : 141-146.
— [l
,2014(8):7-11.
. (1.
2006(1):55-59,65
[Jl. ,2009(5) :805-813



