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Ke2p A Bl B8 - A FHZ5 A A A R AR AT YR BT L 29> RIS . H bRl
BT AT T REMY . 7R MRS B R B B, SR AE R A
KT, F] A R 2R 53 A 5 S R A DG OC 2R sk A2 3] 1 A FH AR
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WAk LA S EE N AR &, X2 BER 0T i B3 - R S5 k17 T4k
Lu S5 SR FHBEAL AR &8 2 RBR AT T AR R4 P XL Es SR B2, e T A
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HZ5E MOP 5 CLUE-S BRI + A AT R AL HURBOR 5 Stewart 5] FH AT 3240 21
Z Hinge s ml i, i s ot 2 gs IR AT TS AR L SR/ NSRRI IR A
Bk, A R AR LS B A AL T X A 2 IS Ry, 7E 2 BAREE T TR
AL, Sk T EEN R IUERE I A . £E BT, SRRSO E TR R U ik
AL BRI, Firts) a0 29 o S5 AR AT DN 22 4 vh -1 - R R B8 1) 2 WL 24
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P Dok SR X A A S R R, f ok R E AR (R 1),
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1 2006F52017E&F1HS5 TR ATHER

Table 1 Economic, social and land use changes in 2006 and 2017

ZpcAtss 4 ] FH /km?
IR i GDP A GDP AU
* o 2 - R <
% T 1T TEIN) WHHTH b R R
2006 32.72 182.01 3.34 62.60 67.00 390.94  39.63  131.38
2017 62.06 708.34 12.65 70.64 68.54 33746 39.12  130.62

AL REX” K HbR, IS4 EASREX @RS X (E1D), (HEdRHmy
SRIEZ A R AR AR S ZS (8], SR A ST, FRIRX AR SRS . X PR EE R R &
U REAE S R E SR Z E RS, b A SRR . BE R
s M AERBIR . G2 AR SAESRIP R REE,
1.2 ##ERIR

SR e s . R RO | SRR R S AR DR A, AH SRR
WL 2, S TR AT HaR, B e g — A A Bl 5 A% 2 100 mx 100 m A%
SR B R B BRI T - MR R A TRCHE I i B ottt FRJmlid B st . ER
FESEJ7 6 DEM Bt A T Ab B s A FHRRECRE B 1A R R B by . Sl AR, &
THE DL SRR RE B 5 SR ZS [ CHE . R AL R E XTI T R 5 A SR KB R A T
FEHL,
1.3 FARERE

AW SRR BT Loy SR S et . bR AR R A AL 5 22 0 3 A =8

% ) B LR
R e o SRR P
z & - - ki
heaed e Wl R
P RS RCT F  EREE
: [ R R RS

B AR XA R B A T BRR

Fig. I The location of the study area and its land use status
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F2 HEIEAA
Table 2 Data description
BRI H ok B Bl i
MR AR 2015 442 DX A b8 T8 e R R e PRI = 107 B A
BRI Ein (A IEAE%) 2007-2017 4F AHCGE T HR AR
CRMGET %) 2007-2017 4¢ AHEGE T HE AR
A o3 S K 2015 R4 IR XA I A3 458 GONR O A e WL = 107 BB iR s Iy K
FRAE (A IR BRI 2013-2030) SCA R Pl PR E
(g AR FH SUAL R 2006-2020) SCA Pl LI E
QUIRB AL LX) SCA e L PSSl A X e
DEM ASTER GDEM V2 jiit 100 mx 100 m  HERMIZIRSh F7 K+
IR Version 4 DMSP-OLS Nighttime Lights Time Se- 1 km x 1 km SO UNIDARTTE N s an
ries, http://www.noaa.gov/ ruRsh Iy A
N T RS R EEHE, http://map.baidu.com/ BT 1 38E XK 8l )
HYEIRK & /mm ER LR R R T f 4 km X 4 km H SR T 3R 20 7 T

gve (1) HHRIRZMIe. &5, WaEmm &R W ARMNE, &E kR
e, RIMRE AAREAS . KPR e A SR e, DA 2 H AR LRI A ) H
PReRE; HLUR, A K (TR AL A3 SR H AR AR 1 265 R ek RECIAE SR 28k,
TREUAINFER] . EHPTREEE R . 2 RHRS SIS MG S AREME, SRR RIS
sy LA, (2) MR RAR. B5E, DLHARMIE | SCiH XA,
FEo v . B TR N R R IR S R HOR, FEhELERE . S A
A FREE R RIS TS 5T, BE Tl 28 [0 2 A5 TR AR FRCA% b 2 ) 40 i 338 R PEARE R s e
J&, SRJCHL A SIPURAL, LGS B AR R s A . DAk /5 i - s A TS5/ Vo AR
B H ARG A, ARYE RS20l a2 AR B A, A58 =k RS &
TR A AR . (3) Zlr. LLaIzIX hZEe], @84 MOP 5 GeoSOS-
FLUS BERURHEL s e RO 9 - bR HE5 M SR R AR R, e S e 500
1.4 ARF*E
1.4.1 MOP %I

MOP B £ H bR R AY 2 A oA A AR o () S BR324 8l 5 % LR
AT EIE R, BRI | XIRZE T R R R SRR 2 H AR R
R G URAs R . BAReREL. 2R =0, RETHEEMSBEWSAT, H5EA
s 2 HARis B E R .

Fl(x)=maxicjxj (1)
Fz(x)=maxzn‘djxj (2)

n

Yax,=(=9b, (i=1,2, -, m)

s.t.= j=1 (3)
520, (j=1,2, 1)
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e Fi(x) o F(x) MR ARG ERRGS s x, 2RISR (=1, 2, -+, 11);
c; Fid, S35 A SR A R AR I 20F . AEBRGE BB RRM s, a, HER i
PPN AR X R REL b, R,

GEAWFE X LA R, S (R R LSRR 4R LR ) (TD/T 1024-
2010) AHATHE, DAALRIMIE AR, MR 2R (B 1138) fERRAE g, 4l
Heox BEHL L x, DEHLL o ARHE L x, JCAAR ML . xR T ML x RATTER AL x,
Foph e M (R XU 44 Bk it b . ek FHHRTER ) | o 3SR R AR FH I . x,
KR x, MEVRVBEE . x, AARGEEE M (RIS ERmh . VoM . MM SR M DL SR A
FHHb) o
1.4.2 GeoSOS-FLUS fx i

GeoSoS-FLUS #5122 & A BAPITF &, 3 AR 4 b 1 FH AR T A% Sl ot
ST PR AS L . S [ OLAL . i B PSR A RO AR S A 2 I 4%
Bk (ANN) RIS S F LS BHEAER, ARF B S RS sl 1247 (SD) Fociy
HZHL (CA) AR LIPE AR (38 A, JErPfe CABET rf, 5 A —Fh (38 AR 5 5
B, DAL FEZFh + o R 2R 3 985 TR s AL 52 m T & A AH B2 AR ) 2 2s
FURHEYE, FEITEMHAT

(1) ST 2 038 BEARER T

PRZ 25 (ANN) BTN SR, AR, B&E. fihZE4, it
AN

sp(p, k, t) = Za)ﬂ L X sigmoid(netj(p, t))

J

—n,etj(p,r)
I+e

Rfs sp(p,k6) J KK LR ] 1 WK p FIOERPERER: o, , SR 5
J2Z VBT ;  sigmoid( ) Jo: AT 2 B0 th 5 MR BRAK s et (p, 1) FER 48 ) AR
W% p FERTE] ¢ L PR 2RI AM5 5 o Pl 2 I 46 B i 11 1) 454 FH b 28 R By ek A 4 S R —
HoM1Rp,

(4)

;sq(p,k, t)=1 (5)

(2) A& TE L]

- T AR AR AN A IR Tl 28 0 4 e 1 1) A AR, G 32 B SR B | B AR
B, FAR AR B ST A AR N R AR o YT O S R A 22 B s e A A e
O EIEREE, TRE TSRS R T AR B AR ST ¢ 2001 1 AR AR
Intertia, 7 :

. r-1 -2 -1
Intertia;, D, $‘ D; ‘
=2
| Intertial”' x ——  0>D{*>D}!
Intertia, k ! k k (6)
t-1
Intertia}' x——  D/"'>D7*>0
=2
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Kb DY DA =1 =2 I 2 R A AN R RS kRS E T 22 (A

TEF RN FEIS RS, R CARBIBRI AR 72X, e & e By 7 e
Z\, W& p He Ay k IR TR TProb!, , W«

TProb!, , =sp(p, k, t)x Q.  x Intertia, * (1 -sc,_,) (7)

Kb se, R e HIHBZERIRR Sy k IR RYA A s 1= sc,_,, AR & A 0 IRIYERE JEE
Q| RBEAEHT, AN
5, conles =)

NxN-1
FAVEE ZNchon(c;" = k) FIRTE Nx N [ Moore SBIE M1, b —UGkALE IS 2 kR
FOMIAS B, ATUN=3;5 o, RS AR AR AR .

TR RG BE g iE 225 WEE OA . ROC M Kappa = /NS4, HE4Zir 1, HESE. A
WFFERW], GeoSOS-FLUS AL fURHLURT 5 T CLUE-S . ANN-CA %53 FLAY™,

1] GeoSOS-FLUS BRI Z FH T - Hu A S AU . AR Sl 1 255 MOP ARt H
itide, HEATE—E AWM BN AIET, SRS S5REIERER, 78
S R A R LA TRl

2 R

2.1 AREREE
5 R R IX A A F 4540 B HL s (R e 2 BOR RE K, AR T At 5 A 4K
t G — . BRI . s R WA RS & . SRR IR E . PR SRR IT
26 GRAEHUI ., AT EHERBWL AR FEN], LL20304F R HARAE, B =Rl & R &
FIEWF 1 (AR ) . 78 (SIsX Hp SRR (2006-2020) ) R4k
PR, AR ZBCR A ER, A Ak i BRI IR L, 2R A IRA T R R

Q= X, (8)

KB 2 (BFHIElE R EMEHIUE R T SN, S A& 5™ il 15w
AR s, AL BT RGER e e e B s, IR 2 i, fe ks bR iasde
T, ORISR B e, S KA B TR 5

KGR (ARBILER)  nR AARRIREGESBIG I, REAESIIEE, RIPER
Bt e, G HAN ARG, DESHGEE I B s, sefb SRS,
T AN RS, JE R BRI & RS
2.1.1 PR Hbw

AR 2006-2016 4F Y FAAL TR ™ i, BT A5 5 R GBI AL, 153 FARAEDY
APk e R A PR AL 5 AR 2 22 R APk 5 Bel st AR R E R
s MBI ER R ;. HAWR TS 1 KABFEPRINIGE; 56— ="l ERAE
SRR T M S d K A BT 5 il (R AR K Rl AR A B T 5 A
PRI 55 P ERAEAN TG B AN EMETRTAPE S RO B . LB AR T2 R Y
SR G IME (B kP BRI, DUAAm B IER N . B8R =Mk



6 W 4 MOP 5 GeoSOS-FLUS #4Y f%) HL4% + 3 F| &5 44 546 J5y 52 At Ak 1177

JEGE T B HbRSAME, SR FAE/RIEEEAEE, EE g, i, &
AL R L, AL REW, WE =F &R ST RN 5005,
0.8 F10.2, HARIFEAAN.

Z =max2K,xi 9)
=1

K Z XA A0 B3R x, S i 2R R R AN AL K e it
HiFI FH 27 Py T AR 28 0% 7t R
2.1.2 AR Hiw

HRPEFHESF | S5 VL0485 R 25 I E S5 5, RAAEYI &S 8E EkE
iE, DA KRS I G A R 22 57, THEA5 31 4 2 DA% 288 Tt B T AR ) A 25 TR 5540
(B o b AR A R A A S IR S5 IME R s SRR S A AT Y A 2850 25 3R AT
bel b AR A0 A 5 ARHE DA BRARAE SRS M B 380 s FLMA b LARF e . Pl b . b . 4
B - B AR A s s AR VR R L v ) i b A 25 FR 4 HR K AR 1) A 2 Al
FMEFIR; W T . RR R R Sl KR EE 5 FH PR A2 3 s e R . R A
MHETG YL . RAUKETG G2, ARSI EII N, AR SRS W T oAl
A L DA R D AR (B R s HAE SRS s A AR R b LA b IRl b A= 28 R R e i i) A
BRSMEFR, RATE/RERIFGE R RKEN, Ak JRAE 5T B AR A E 533115
0.5, 02F10.8, HAKAR N

Z,=maxy p,x, (10)
i=1

Abe Z KA A S BAGE; x, B R AR p, Wikt
MO AT 7 AR AR S R SR S5 (L
TS, 2030 ARG A A4 STl B IR RR A9 2855 Ak g AR A3k s R LA 3.

®3 SERXEFLMUMBMEREF. EEAHZFH

Table 3 Economic and ecological efficiency coefficient per unit area in Jintan district ( /hm* )
X . W RE b SSEKA MR HSR
ETE Mo P Al HoAh b, - B . K .
PR L R TR o mre e w5 me mew
ZUREC 63 305 1.7 10.4 2738.3 18.9 4125.6 2738.3 25.34 0 0
ERREC 061 127 193 1.1 -2.11 -2.11 1.2 -2.51 4.07 5.55 0.04

2.2 AREH
2.2.1 R 2R
BT (AW E A SRR (2006-2020) ) R (4 IE T AR (2013-
2030) ), SHEMCEZIRME, X EFREVFR XS MAER TR E . o, oAb
Hby CF 5 AU 24 Tt b ) FHREVR VA B I Bl s sl AR s, (RMELASE i
b 2EREA SR, BB R, B2020 45437 X R B EARER i FFRE
2.2.2 ARSI AR
SHAEMEETRIEIE, N A RA IS 520 A RARM R AR, R “H—
ARZS—MA " HEHEAE) £ 4 M AT RE L R ZE G485 (S), DA S il 1 b R FH 1% T 4 28k



1178 H % % | % i 34

A S TR AR PR LG . A M . B RS 880. WifbkF | sk AL AR T
far . PR HBEIALGDP ., A SIS . ARV ZREERE . R s 2 REERE S K+
PIREE . R BOR | SRR R A SITE AR . s A AR PREE TS YR AR AR
%% i GDP 1 Ee BRI H A RO IR . a2 R Tk S A 0 A A R, 1T
B TR R 2R S48 50, PEE B 0.6~0.7 HHEA AT HRZEFI T, 0.7~0.8 gl ] 34
FIFH, 0.8~1.0 Ry ATHRFLLFI
223 SHHRME S AR

SRR IR £ Bl A TR AR, e e SN S SR ER . Ik S
A 0 LA A R A . DR S R 254 L sRA D T RE O SR, SCBUINAE S5 R I 2 ]
A UIfERE, RIS LR ATEREES, R ISR IR £ & R SR, R
LA HEW S FH LB 2R . BUEYMRZ R | TR RE AR NS . BT X 1A 45
FIRAL L A L3R 4,
23 FAEAXEBEETH TR AEHRLER

AR BERT, ETAUREENAT R 5EBMEE, /29533 F ks
JEAG R N EbRR%L, Ea Lingo 12kM4, EZMEES . LHTREAI A . S M IR24E
PR = REAHT, SRECF kB 5 bR AL sstg, W3k s,
2.3.1 HARGEHASE 5t

HARTEAR T 5 R Al PR AR R k25 3. 71 x 10710, AR5 7.82 x 10° 56, 5 20204F

x4 SEXIMFIBERRULARES

Table 4 The optimization conditions of land use structure optimization in Jintan district

EAP BN EAPASES 2R YRS
JESFEAr L HbTAIAR X, X, +, oee, g, = SR T H TR AR
B H AR Hr AL x, =R ARAT LSRR
el AT AR 0.5 x 20204F HLRIA <x, YRS
x, <1.5 x 20204EHL R
AR IR x, =20204FHLRIE LIPS bR
FoAth A FH b T AR x, =20204F AR LIPS bR
IRE T F b AR x5 > 20204 KL {E LR
TR Jt R A THT AR x> 20204F LI 2R AR
At 5 FH 4t 17 x, =20204FHLRI (. THAEFE IR
238 7K 4 P i e AR x, > 20204 FLK i 2R bR
KR AR 2020 FHLRIIE <x, LI bR
x, <1.2 % 20204FHL X
WEVRIHE x,o = 20204 KA HE P bR
H AR b x,, > 20204FHL A {E LI FEAE bR
THATRRSEAI AR RIS RIS G E R 0.6<S<] s AR
S FHLLEIZ Y 3k 2 b ) 1.5<R<5 PR AR
[RES7IRES A A2 7 ) 1A P b T A X, =x;%0.79 R SRR
FF R D L TR MR R (x5 g +ox)/ b TR <0.2 7S A sl

e 13RS M e 2 s AT E A R R S5 (T R LB 2006-2020) Hidk £ AT M I AR
LIS 3 7K A o SRR T P T RR L], AR P st e, S5 AR S Aile R LS AE 5 2. JT R
SN & i Ny N DR R B i YA A
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x5 ARBERTEIEX A ARUEERBIR

Table 5 Land use optimization structure and target in Jintan district under different scenarios

LTS AR 2020 FRRIMEL TS L(AZREAR) IR 24T ILE) 15 3(ERME)
X, HEH/hm? 42810.00 42810.00 42810.00 42810.00
x, el Hs/hm 4676.41 3818.39 2110.08 5110.09
X, Mt /hm? 9255.30 8604.51 8114.34 12925.65
X, Al H H#b/hm? 10989.02 10989.02 10409.02 10989.02
X; IREE T4 th/hm? 5219.16 7235.64 10175.31 5219.16
X, A J B A5 /hm? 6110.08 4076.80 2073.46 2073.46
x; oAl A 15 b /hm? 163.72 163.72 163.72 163.72
Xy 2 KR 15 Hb/hm? 4122.94 5716.15 8038.50 4123.14
X, JKIE/hm? 13680.27 13680.27 13200.07 13680.27
Xy MEVR TR PR /hm? 225.35 157.75 157.75 157.75
X, SR B4 Hb/hm? 340.01 340.01 340.01 340.01
11

25 S T A 97592.26 97592.26 97592.26 97592.26
i=1
Fy(x) LU/ T T 2.73x 10 3.71 x 10 5.14 %10 2.72 % 10

HRMEA L, SPHE8IRE T 36% . AEBHEERRT 8% B EHUFIHLS IS, Wi T
A7 FH A0 KRB HA 0 T 39%, X PSR &5 REUR R, TR
tR BT W s PRl M MBI T REAR, S SRR BRI 76 g RS S 4
HF W T AR A BN S ECR A R RS AT RE T 2000 hm®,  H ARTEAR T &
() = R FH AR AR A AR T Y i & SR T (It R e, IR ik & % R 1 W] ep
Ke—EMAESHEEIR, & 548 BMRLTiIrdh L RIS
2.3.2 ZP el

ZFEE ST, WS MA IR, R T 5 A/ KOR AL & 3 m, 26
VrRlaRPE R 2 5.14 x 1077 7C, B 2020 FFHLRIMEHE 1 88%, RIS FEAIE R 6.47 x 10 J7 T,
FEAR T 24%. ST —AHEL T DAY, Sl 470 17% 00 4 AR LT 39% I 4 5 4k
fho WEIESRCE, PEldbh. ARHL . HAbAR ML K3, MERTEEEW EARSE NN, A
o RSN FE AT o RIS I TT R i 5 1) P b2 ) F2 B Ak ik & FH A . BRAT
IR PRI THFH S ARG R T i B 25 xR
233 BB R

HEHRERGEERESEAERHNE R T, AR XEUE EAIE B iR, %
55T AE RS RIESRT;, % 10.07 x 104778, SR 5148 2020 FERIME . 17 5 —Fis i
THRE T 19%. 29% M1 56%. [FIETE R LR 2.72 x 100500, 5 FRASFE SoH
He, S BIREAR0.4% . 27%F147%, MG 5c T, Fell . ARHTE RS0 42 = %) 5110.09 hm’ il
12925.65 hm’, 3L T4 b DL R 22 38 /K R i FH M5 2020 BERIMEAR 22 5K, X tu bk
MTET S B i, AR AR SR AR B KA B bR, T RS sk Az 2 ), 3T 2wk i
R, RS B LA — R IRES, AU LR 5 A BRSSPI AT AR
24 TP AARBALEN

VEFRRRR . MR MEE . MOKEARET, SR SEPGOEE . 5Kk
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B, SEYOERIEE . 5 S A RSl XA, PG R RKT REE 2= E R
BRI AL GDP™ | N 11125 BE PO SE A L 2 2 B N1, DA SR I o i R R AR s 7, 7
GeoSOS-FLUS BRI A TR 28 28 15, B o3BT 25 - 2 A0 1) LR RRE 2

e L A F AR SR AL, T B B A S RS2 BN, IR AR
X\ KT A SRR B b DX R R s i o 2R AR S EE A, IR
SRR KRR 2 RN LIRS = I AR T A S MY, B IE X AR
WX mAEH EEE . EE, R —RAAEZEE S, REEE TN A S
HAE R A 2S5 s 1 FH ) SRARBE ) T A R s AR S R4 IX, ] Linkage Mapper 115
T/ BREFE T IE B kAR, SR e Ve AR SR, 45 A A T O A A5 ER A B M
AR, FREARR R . W@ AR SR e =T, A0 A B
T M 80% ., 60%F11100%.

7 GeoSOS-FLUS A5 Hh 285 il R 4 e S 2 A= A i [R1)2 AR = bR I D sk
AR AR, GG AN KRS S S R A, B MR, IR S KK
B A, X B RRAE R T Rkt k.

25 TR AARRLER

L2005 40 36, FIIH GeoSOS-FLUSHETY , 7 [ SRS 5 N XFAF5E X 2015 41
+ 1R AR R AT, 22 5 SEPRIE AT, ROCTH M 0.9516. Kappa$8%8°4 0.7743,
PRTRDRE BE Tt I B5R . H LA 2015 48 = HUR FH BRI JERT, AR 07 A0 50 s o AR v D s 1)
T, X 2030 AR5 IX =P & AR R A OB AR Rt AL, A5 LA 2.

2.5.1 FSRUHASE 5t

ZAE RN, WO Tt 2 R R AR SRR, ST X AR T RS R
HAS AR T . AR S e, RIS, AR Is /N T 1%, 5645
Moo fEIZIERT, WTRURTA ik, dEmia ok & U A BN . SR Fragstats 4 #{4%}
WFFE X = 1R 25 (R0 R i A T S A B0 58, P30 480 113 ol 8515 0.96
TR RIS 135, BAIEFEECN 93.83, IO R g MR, e fRml Ak
RS, A SRR 2 (B R A G . IWAS IR R M, W s [l e Pl IR X
W B i 114 ) A 25 2 a0 A P ssn, - e ) 3 A Jisy vy 2 v b SR 3 1) B4 i Ak e
WS (8] 5 A 2R AL TR 2 A g
2.5.2 &Rt

IZIE T, R DK P 8 el b AR 35 o /b, Sl R ™ sk oA B0 e o B2
RS, BN WRE” iR, P dRdER, B0 AR REEIT AN
WA T T RN A E KR M . 0 oW AL R A SR SO T B2 R . S ik
H 144, FOWATE RN 0.97, BFREZFEEIRECH 1.24. REEEIRECH 9213, MO
U Ry B4, R PR AL R A, ORISR AR 25 ] LA R AR AR, ZS
WA SR AR, S s () ik A 3, B — R T, 75K X Sk 22 4 v e A dnl
Ul X, AASZS DR R A, SEOBEsam BN, R R AT R R s (>
ST SR, IO EIR S BN T
2.5.3 MR

SRS, AR5 X T8 b5 s A OR d s s i BR, K2



6 oo Fi4 MOP 5 GeoSOS-FLUS #5184 () EL.4¢ + i FI| 2544 5 76 ey &2 A4k 1181

e — b. AR BT LA

i
0 10km  — AEBJEGE R R R 0 10 km
—_— S i I L {5 _

S b I KR T
o. ZHLSEN R A T At Bk d. AR FIAAT R

I A AT 3 R
I i T B A AR OR

0 10 km 0 10 km
[ L

K2 SRR ST LA LA &

Fig. 2 Land use optimization layout in Jintan District under different scenarios
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Coupled MOP and GeoSOS-FLUS models research on
optimization of land use structure and layout in Jintan district

CAO Shuai', JIN Xiao-bin"*’, YANG Xu-hong"*’, SUN Rui', LIU Jing',
HAN Bo', XU Wei-yi', ZHOU Yin-kang"*’
(1. College of Geographic and Oceanographic Sciences, Nanjing University, Nanjing 210023, China; 2. Ministry
of Land and Resources Key Laboratory of Coastal Zone Development and Protection, Nanjing University,

Nanjing 210023, China; 3. Natural Resources Research Center of Nanjing University, Nanjing 210023, China)

Abstract: Faced with the background of natural resources integration and the more complex
land use structure, it is difficult to effectively meet the demand for rational land use planning
with a single land use structure optimization method. Considering the objectives of sustainable
utilization of land use, ecological civilization, rural development, and urban-rural integration,
we constructed an integrated system for land use structure and layout optimization, which will
play a positive role in improving the applicability of planning. This study first sets three
scenarios of natural evolution, economic priority, and ecological priority, and then uses the
MOP model (multi-objective planning model) to calculate the optimal land use structure under
different scenarios. Finally, it can carry on land use layout optimization based on the GeoSOS-
FLUS model in 2030, Jintan district, Jiangsu province, China. Results show that, by integrating
the MOP and GeoSOS-FLUS models and adopting the "Structure + Constraint + Layout +
Criterion" approach to optimize the land use structure and layout in the county, it is conducive
to optimize the quantitative land use structure and improve the land use spatial distribution;
from the results of the case analysis, the area of industrial and mining land in cities and towns
has increased by 39% and 95% under the natural evolution and economic efficiency priority
scenarios; the forest land has increased by 40% under the eco-efficiency priority scenario; rural
settlements decreased by 33%, 66% and 66%, respectively in the three scenarios. Under the
three development scenarios, the spatial pattern will face the two-level differentiation of urban
space and ecological space. In the later period of regional development, it is necessary to
strengthen the coordinated development of urban and rural land use and ecological protection,
and promote a balanced spatial distribution.

Keywords: land use structure; land use layout; MOP model; GeoSOS-FLUS model; optimiza-

tion; Jintan



