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Fig.1 Land eco-economic suitability evaluation factors system
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Fig.2 Framework of eco-economic suitability model
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Fig.3 Evaluation results of land eco-economic suitability
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Land eco-economical suitability evaluation based on niche fitness

Yu Yan!, He Jianhua®*
(1. School of Resource and Environmental Engineering, Wuhan University of Technology, Wuhan 430070, China,
2. School of Resource and Environmental Science, Wuhan University, Wuhan 430079, China)

Abstract: The traditional models of land suitability evaluation were short of comprehensive consider in land use
with natural, social and economic characters. In the paper, the model of land eco-economical suitability evaluation was
constructed based on niche fitness. Taking Huangpo area, Wuhan City as case, the results show that the model is
comprehensively consideres economic and ecological of land use, and overcomes shortcomings of traditional models.
This model provide a new way for land suitability evaluation.

Key words: eco-economical suitability assessment; most suitable niche; model of niche suitability



