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Fig. 1. The layer structure of land resource comprehensive quality in Guiyang City.
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Table 1. The grades of the land use level
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Table 2. The data origin of evaluation index and the way of evaluating
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Table 3. The values and meanings of judgment matrix
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Table 4. The comprehensive quality evaluation

results of land resources in Guiyang City
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Table 5. The comprehensive quality evaluation results of land resources in

Guiyang district (unit: hectare)
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ESTABLISHMENT OF LAND RESOURCE EVALUATION
MODEL IN GUIYANG CITY

Liu Jianjun
(Institute of Geochemistry, Chinese Academy of Sciences Guiyang 550002)

Abstract

By taking Guiyang City as a case study, the indices for the natural ecosystem, society economy system
and cropland pollution system were chosen and the land resource evaluation model w as established. The re-
sult shows that it is an effective way to evaluate land resources by establishing the model of evaluating land
resources with the Analytic Hierarchy Process (AHP) method and Geographic Information System (GIS)
technology.

Key words: Analytic Hierarchy Process; GIS; land resource evaluation model



