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Benefit Evaluation on Land Reclamation Project Based on DEA-Gini Criterion
—A Case Study in Qingyang City, Gansu Province

QIAO Hongqiang, XIE Zhongtai, CHENG Wenshi, LIU Xuelu
(College of Management , Gansu Agricultural University, Lanzhou, Gansu 730070, China)

Abstract; [ Objective | The objective of this study is to evaluate the benefit of land reclamation projects and to
provide references for similar land remediation projects. [ Methods] We used DEA-Gini criterion to quantita-
tively describe and evaluate the benefits of 14 land reclamation projects in Qingyang City, Gansu Province.
[Results] Among 14 land reclamation projects, the comprehensive benefits of land remediation projects in the
Choujiazhuang, Shancha Town of Zhenyuan Township of Heshui County and the Xipo Township of
Zhengning County were 0. 308, 0. 378 and 0. 342 respectively and at lower levels while the comprehensive
benefits were 0. 972 and 0. 708 respectively in Nanyi Township and Pingzi Town of Ningxian County and
reached a higher level. The remaining nine land reclamation projects was in the middle level. [ Conclusion]
Using DEA-Gini criterion evaluation results showed that there are still space for the improvement of
economic, social and ecological benefits in 14 land reclamation projects
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