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Evaluation of the effectiveness of the production-living-ecological

spaces in the view of township territorial spatial planning
ZHANG Zhonghua', WANG Chenpeng' , WANG Yumeng’

(1. College of Architecture, Xi’ an University of Architecture and Technology, Xi’ an 710055, China;
2. School of Landscape Architecture and Architecture, Zhejiang Agriculture and Forestry University, Hangzhou 311300, China)
Abstract At present, China’ s national land spatial planning system is in the development stage, and the de-
velopment research of township level is still to be perfected, this paper, on the basis of analyzing and researc-
hing the new requirements put forward by the new era of national land spatial planning to the township level,
explores the current situation characteristics of the production-living-ecological space at the township level,
constructs the evaluation system of the effectiveness of the production-living-ecological space and adopts the e-
valuation methods of the comprehensive level of development evaluation, the evaluation of the degree of coordi-
nation of the coupling, the evaluation of the suitability of the function, and so on. Based on the evaluation re-
sults, the conflict measurement analysis of the production-living-ecological space at the township level is car-
ried out, and on the basis of analyzing and deriving the problems of the development of the current production-
living-ecological space, the optimization strategy of the national land space pattern at the township level is pro-

posed. In this paper, Taiyao Township of Tongguan County, Shaanxi Province is used as a case study for em-
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pirical research, and the research results provide guidelines and references for the orderly development of the

township space.
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Fig.1 Map of the coordination mechanism for the pro-

duction-living-ecological space
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Tab.7 Evaluation results and ranking of the comprehensive development level of production-living-ecological space in Taiyao
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Fig.8 Comprehensive evaluation and analysis map of the production-living-ecological space
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Tab.8 Evaluation and rating of the level of spatial coordination of the production-living-ecological space
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Tab.9 The ratio of the evaluated area of the production-living-ecological space functionally suitable areas in Taiyao Township
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Fig. 10  Evaluation and analysis diagram of the suitability of production-living-ecological space
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Fig. 11  Spatial conflict measurement analysis map for production-living-ecological space
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