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Exploration on the Allocation of Village Land Resources to Balance Grain Stability
and Economic Benefits:A Case of H Village in Liyang City, Jiangsu Province
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Abstract How to balance grain production and economic benefits is the important content and difficulty of agricultural space optimization of Grain

Production Functional Areas in national spatial planning. This paper first constructs the analytical framework of village land resource

allocation based on grain production and economic benefits. Then it takes H village in the functional area of grain production as an example

to analyze the main problems faced by H village from the three aspects of people, land and production. Afterwards, it compares five scenarios

of land resource allocation in H village on the basis of problem orientation and goal orientation. The research conclusions are as follows:

the general order of the yield per mu from higher to lower of different land use modes in agricultural space is the non-agricultural economy;,

non-grain economy, and grain economy. Under the grain production mode, the cultivated land and grain planting sale are the largest, but the

modernization of agricultural production may produce a "squeezing-out effect” on the “old labor force™. The ecological agricultural mode

has better economic and environmental benefits, and the ecological agricultural products with geographical brands have better economic and

environmental benefits. Agricultural spatial optimization needs to grasp the relationship between small-scale peasant production and modern

agriculture, land transfer and livelihood guarantee, non-agricultural employment and integration of towns and villages.
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Fig.1 Framework for analysis of village land resource
allocation based on food production and economic
efficiency
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Fig.7 Land use planning map for the coordinated
development model
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Fig.9 Comparison of the land use structure and land
income for the current situation in H village and the
five planning scenarios
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Tab.2 Multi-factor comparison of five scenarios of land resource allocation in H village
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