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Table 3 Scope of land quality index for the suitable types and their grades
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| 200~420  200~400  190~380  200~400  200~400  200~400  200~400
N % <220 <200 <190 <200 <200 <200 <200
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Table 4 Results of land quality evaluation (unit;hm?)
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LAND QUALITY EVALUATION IN GUILIN CITY

Zhou Shenglu  Shi Xiaori Xu Binbin
(Institue of Soil Science,Chinese Academy of Sciences Nanjing 210008)

Abstract

Overall land-use planning is an important step for environment and socioeconomic to develop
sustainably. And land quality evaluation is the base and a prerequisiste for the planning. Guilin
City as a studied case, the system, unity and evaluation factors as well as their gradation and
weight of land quality evaluation were discussed. Moreover, according to the evaluation results,

some value points in Guilin City’s overall land-use planning were put forward.
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