30 % 456 Hi piiil Wt 5 Vol. 30, No. 6
2011 46 H GEOGRAPHICAL RESEARCH June, 2011

BESRIN L MEAF AXTLLHAR

& MU, BT

(L. A R 2 3R 22 SRR 2 B 25 sy, 77N 5102755 2. )M RZFE M ERRL S BE . )M 510006)

FE: LHEARHXEES SRR, X THRELAEFET R, &5 LhE
ERHRCR . b o BOR L S A T 24 29 R BOR A BUR B L. A SCRLE RN
YIS H, SR A EREE S S Bl ., SICT W R AR B S &g e, &t
b A2 24 R FH R o 0 B BROHE P s AR L b AR R A e, A AR AR I R AR IR R
XF RN 1 43 0 64T L A2 20 ) FE s AT A . BESE R B . W M09 4 b 4 24 ) K P 7 7 22
L R R S | P 7€ I D22 el v | P w5 AN =0 - L D 3 o 2
WYIER 2L, TUTE L SR, S20R 5 i X RN B i S5 .

X 8 W WM EARA TPIRIRR: KB W Fis

XEHS: 1000-0585(2011)06-1129-08

1 515

N H e F 8 Nt 25 i o vh B AR (AR PR O R Y L e R SR A b TR AL B A
RS FR AR E R — AT . FRE Y ETEALL T Tk A L S A v A R R, g
WHHAET PG s, ROEENAEL M, EH— @bl FAHZCEREN
56 3 1 R 0 £ HOR R BT, R OC R R A AR RN [ R A g5 0 K3, IR E Y
I I R AR ) — SR AR A T £

T A M IR T A S AT R R R, R R HE T HEE T T R AR,
WORBUN T DL B2 B W S SOR AR R, ol R R R . Bm e 2R, MHAERATL
AT BT . ST R AR B T3 es . A S g MR R, AR m,. +
M A% JE A . R M AR AR RV DV L b T R A S v M S A8 A T ST R A ke
2 4 38 R, R 8 B AR R B - s A AR B, B AR IR EE, PR RS A IE.
FEVF RE T, A3 12238 DSR2 [ 2 a sy 7 20, oW AR BOUL 2 vk 1) £ b 4 24 %1
TEM bR IR ZR . Z0WPE O & U AR TT A PE X 5, PR 38 b 5 B2 G 35 1T 48 (A1 A% =) & B8
PR MR SR EE . M SR AT R 2 A A L 7R R AR 29 R B TR TR R A &R
o, RCE W E EEA RO BIIPEA R . N TR MRS, ANREER S T
] 4 4= b 4R 29 F) #2218 . Priemus Hugo $2 Ml BURF 515, R R AR S5 1 #h 4L 245 7
FHAEHE, LIRS B 2555 Ravenscroft U X9 [ + b p= AL ZREVEHEAT T 20, 4F X

Wi BHEI. 2010-04-26; fEITHHI. 2010-11-14
EETH. HFWMAFHARMRELATHE (206107); J"AERHLHRITHE (2008B080701050)
EE® . £ (19845, B, INARSEWA, MEUF5RAE, FEAF T ER.
E-mail: ginpeng _ star@163. com
BWAEE . PR (19550, F, m@EHHA, #i2. FENFE A RMIFE - b Y265,

E-mail: cjf@gzhu. edu. cn



1130 b Bii| T 30 &

S

AT o A AR T AN (] 1 At A 24 0 P SR

T N2 o/ i B L T Y P R ke A R L AT Y R ] . YR AR 2
M ER B A T 2 O JEA . (R M R IE I — B E R SR AR IR R VP40 07 365 R
BT R AE SR T i 5 2 R A v R BIE T A AN B s Sal T i B 2 R P A R A 52
BRI B AN Tz o PG, BEAT ST AR 29 R BRSO AR e A B S K A A
1713 L X — S8 35 T ) - 3t M) ] S Bt A i 5

AR SCA T B IE L fff ple - i 4R 240 AL 0 A B RT R L O 301 EE % 0L THD A E o)
Brar UREHH T 58 bR, R, Sl 3 iR ik, o AR IEIRA R, RRIE SR
Pl S T DX 4R g b 4 2 R O X AR 0 S Y AR o % s TR L st 4R 24 T
XFHEWESE . BAE LIS T RS0 I L AR AR R AR R R SIS IX 1 b B 29 R ] =5
[E] 73 A B, 4 A (7] DI - b B 24 ) T A %o 58

2 WX AN

WAL T 114°15'E, 22°15'N, M&FBS . LS. AWK, DKk 262 4K
NI AL, BT 1104 km®, 2006 AF4xys A0k 685. 7 7, T H MR T s & RN,
Frs A 6 L AR R FBOR Mk as, Fef, FdduE KA, miE
ARG OIS . AU S P MR RV ARRT . BEES 61km, JEEESTIN 130 km, J2
BRYT. PN Y0T 5 7 1 5 3 A A DG, T R LR 1T s SO AR RO K i AR R . R U B S R i
EE W, TR Ly, MO B R A O AR Ak, R R A
56 %ot P ol ek T L AR G A A S VR R B S X, A s R R A T LR TR
— 3, MER—AE AL R 1100km? B3 T . 3 594 BEA A M T2,

WINTIAL T 113°46' ~114°37'E, 22°27' ~22°52'N, Hukb)" 4G BE U1, RGO mE
L PEEERILO, JLEERZE. EINWTT, MEFEWHA W2, Ry “HENEE
7, AT B A 1953 km®, 2006 4ETTE AT 846.43 J7, WAl ZE, FEA, &
) 2 R A i A 2 R )R A2 e, AT R AR BB R I & R Y T A 2
W&,

A s - R AT 58 35 v A OB L R DXIBORT 3 B8 1o ) A DG A IR R L BUR Ok
2y, 515, i R R R, R3S HEARBLE M g M RS, ARS
5 A A B A T IR, A OE R A s R . R R e B LA
L, A5 SAAHE R A b R R R P A AR A R R S, TRYIE TR KR A
IR 2 —, PO LA &R RERIIL T A EAR 28, PRk 1) & e i A2 b 8%
TN A e ORI B TR) RE, SAfe T) BSUAS B R 3 T R A A, R 1 A AR 2R
TR TORE 25 o0 3 1 e T i) & R PR AR = i S A (.

3 MR IR
3.1 TiFAEERK

AL AR E R EG B ml . S AN RAR R, RIETHHESR 2R ER, RH
WFFEIX 2006 4F D2 SPOT $dl . it Qi . JLT R IE Fd v g bl 5l s, =
TREFRIF % B EA SPOT & B AR LPREO . 0 F AR 08 A% . b
MHs, b, IR . TG, M. s e KR K R i



6 1 Z M 4. FiE S L A 2R X ST 1131

Q
€\ L -
- |;m“f_>'fm1wg [ A3 3 A P
R R R .
- - s
4.t,-nw {4 i
- LT il b

B 1 2006 4F 7 i 4 3t 1) 23 2 18
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Fig. 3 Hierarchy structural model of Intensive land use evaluation system
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A comparative study on intensive land use in
Shenzhen and Hong Kong

QIN Peng'?, CHEN Jian-fei’
(1. Center of Land Research, College of Geographic and Planning, Sun Yat-Sen University, Guangzhou
510275, China; 2. School of Geographical Sciences, Guangzhou University, Guangzhou 510006, China)

Abstract: Remote sensing data of Hong Kong and Shenzhen and statistical data were used
to extract the land use information and socio-economic statistical information, and the in-
tensive land use database was established based on the data. According to the concept of
intensive land use, the system on the evaluation of intensive land use was set up. The re-
sults of the evaluation of intensive land use were acquired as follows. The analysis shows
that due to historical, economic status and differences in the international context, there
were obvious differences on intensive land use between the study areas. In terms of land
use intensity, Hong Kong was higher than Shenzhen. Due to the terrain and the more ad-
vanced land management system, Hong Kong had a poorer appearance in the aspects of
land use and sustainable land use, but it had a better appearance than Shenzhen in the as-
pects of land input and effective land use. The experience of Hong Kong was used for ref-
erence to Shenzhen. Some measures should be taken to promote closer regional cooperation
and major infrastructure docking. Industrial cooperation should be strengthened to build a
high-quality living circle. The approach to cooperation should be innovated.

Key words: urban land; intensive use; evaluation system; comparative analysis; Shenzhen;

Hong Kong



