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[Abstract] This essay conducts study on the efficiency
of the spatial allocation of urban construction land and provides
the theoretical support on the allocation of the construction land
quotas. Using the panel data and the trans — logarithm production
function of stochastic frontier model this essay makes the re—
search of the efficiency of the spatial allocation of urban con—
struction land. The results show that there is an obvious regional
difference on the misallocation of the urban construction land
and it also shows the homogeneity and heterogeneity between the
region actual output and the utilization efficiency of the urban
construction land. The circulation of the quota of the urban con—
struction land should be abided by the principle that the quota
must be utilized in the region which made the land resources
more efficiency than others. The quota inflowing region could de—
velop the local economy and the quota out — flowing region might
share the economic dividend. The trade of the quota crossing re—
gions could make the Pareto improvement on the utilization of the
urban construction land between cities.
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struction land; spatial misallocation; Pareto improvement

endowment of the cultivated land; con—
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