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Tab 1 Comparison of reference land price of all the counties in Hohhot (2004) ( yuan/m?)
( ) 865 750 701 683
( ) 700 660 604 529
( ) 550
540 510 495 400 360
255 255 247 212 170
210 200 123 95 90
380 360 390 300 250
160 150 144 130 120
130 125 81 65 70
270 270 276 180 160
105 100 74 70 60
90 85 46 43 50
200 207 140 110
342 69 315 00 282 33 237 25 144 00
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Fig. 2 Reference land price of some towns in Hohhot
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Tab 2 Comparison of main nature index in every county of Hohhot (2004)

() () (mm) (m)
63 398 7 1560. 0
73 362. 0 1000. 0
56 417. 5 1522. 0
2 4 300. 0 1623. 0
71 413 8 1373. 6
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Tab 3 Population density and economy index in each county, Hohhot (2004)
() 43844 30422 23902 30100 32000
( ) 14217 13110 11940 08 18157 47 10566 6
(G ) 3 0839 2 3205 2 0010 L 6577 3 0284
() 52. 0 42 7 44 1 15 71 117

( ) 2 30 5 60 345 Q53 Q0 61




378 26

5
ok B RS
3, 5
’ ki
T
TR B
0 50 100 150 200 250 300
’ TR A 6 T O RE M A RSB D 5
’ S RTS8 SREADFE ) |
3 5
Fig 3 Comparing of population density in the town and the price
of residence land of the first degree in five counties, Hohhot (2004)
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Fig. 4 Comparison of disposable income per capita of town

residents and basis land price of the second degree of residence
land in each county, Hohhot(2004)
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Comparative analysis about reference land price and
its influencing factor of the towns in Hohhot

ZHANG Yu feng, LI Jing
(1 Geography Science Institute, Inner M ongolia Normal U niversity, Hohhot 010022, China;
2 Resource and Environment College, Northeast Agricultural University, Harbin 150030, China)

Abstract: On the basis of introducing the connotation of the reference land price( RLP) and
by adopting the comparative and analysis method, this paper analyzes the characteristics of
RLP of the town in five counties of Hohhot from the aspects of nature, society and econo-
my. The regional distribution of RLP and the relation between RLP of the towns and its
influencing factors is expatiated The conclusion is that no matter what level and what
type of land, the direction is that the town RLP of Tumd Left Banner, T ogtoh County and
Horinger County is higher than that in Wuchuan County and Qingshuihe County. If the
land level is high, the RLP is high, which shows their positive correlative connection of
each town and reflects the difference in land locational condition and land use benefit. The
RLP of land for business, housing and industrial purposes presents a decreasing trend,
with an average ratio of 4. 227 1. 50. 1. The distribution of RLP of business forms a highr
er price area because of facing primary road. The RLP for housing purpose becomes lower
with distance accretion from town center. The RLP for industrial purpose is lower than
that of land for business and housing, because benefit from industrial land use is much
lower than the latter two and its locational request is relatively low. Town layout factor
has important function in the evaluation of RLP of the towns The RLP of the towns is
closely related with the localional factors Of the influencing factors of the town RLP, the
natural condition mostly includes landform, climate, hydrology, the social condition m ost-
ly includes population status, perfect degree of public infrastructure and the economic corr
dition mostly includes per capita GDP data, financial earning, per capita disposable i
come, traffic condition, etc. T hey collectively affect the RLP from different aspects. T hey
show an identical changing trend with land price The influencing factors should be im-
proved to reduce difference of the RLP and promote development of regional economy.

The research will play a stimulative role to develop land market of Hohhot in the future,
guide reasonable, intensive and efficient exploitation of the land, and bring into play the
land potential value, and afford gist and method for the grading of the urban land in Inner

Mongolia. It will accelerate management of land market

Key words: Hohhot; basis land price of towns; spacial difference; influencing factor; com-

parative analysis



