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Evaluation methodology for resource and economic profits of land
consolidation

Zhang Zhengfeng®, Zhao Wei®
(1. Land Management Department, Renmin University of China, Beijing 100872, China;
2. Ingtitute of Agriculture Information, Chinese Academy of Agricultural Sciences, Beijing 100081, China)

Abstract: It is instructive for instructing practical activities after land consolidation to evaluate quantitatively resource
and economic profits of land consolidation and analyze its effects on economic and social development. Based on survey
of land consolidation, resource and economic profits of land consolidation were explained. Several indices were selected
to evaluate resource and economic profits, including the annual increase of crop production, net increase production
value and the output-input ratio per unit area. Moreover, quantitative method was used for each indicator according to its
connotation. Furthermore, based on the satistical and surveyed data, the resource and economic profits of land
consolidation were evaluated according to the farmer inquiry in Daxing district of Beijing.

Key words:. resource valuation, economic analysis, effciency, land consolidation, increase of crop production, increase
of production value



