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JEZEIR S A SRR S 20 R RS FOW F I ARAT , BAT R R i P ST St [, SR
PR AR BUAE 1L, RE RERS BRARTT 5 22 8 $2 s DI R A0 3, SR 45 SR A C R B R
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PR IEASE TSRS . PRI EFRY | W PR AR5 B SRR AR R 1 A R I TR A
FRPA R AL (Entropy Weight, EW) ¥ AHPL", PCA LT BIMIZE AT LY
DEA BRIPEE S ARER . X ik B i e A vhag , BORLE 5 H N )iz SRS
AHP I E RS, FRPRAIRT S B ME DA ; EW . PCA B WIRAL, A2 E
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B oA R B SRR, DIFLAS % 2T MBS AT 0 N TR e kI 612 H T ITA B AL Y
Fgrh o Hor, N TR 2% RS R ) AL 287 VA A MR A L TR R 25
BT, N TG ML 58 RS R m 4 . AES5k . AELME RIS & M
e BA A AT AL R RE T o [FIE, B REAE X AR B 42 Y N TE G
R THER IR SR AP, UG I PN X 2 SIPMain 8 i i R EOC R, ERF LR
FHRCREPEA i A ke T R, (HEAEMT ST fe o 52 58 1 B e L . 4K 25
MELAIAE . 2 biRZE KRR, 5 N TSR IR, SCRem s RS ik
P ELA BRI F S AR, ETPI N S E B AEGRRZ AR 1. MR, ERREEKEITAN R
RESEN AR A PRI R, TR BE o A S5 e A, e T R BRI E I, 3%
SO R HAR R T N T M2 s ny k2, (R e 7E 58 o B h du A7 ek DL s il i ik
BIANSE 2B 0 32 ) DA OREAR 1 R0) o Rivd BL s i et —25 0 FHY . mT oL,
Al 22 T e b B A s — 2 [ — PR B ICAT 2 B b A 80300 S0 5 1 2 a5 R A
[R5

FEHLARAR (Random Forest, RF), +&M Leo™ & H i F) M IE 4302585 (Classification
and Regression Tree, CRAT) #fT40G 2R mblasa Bk, WHARZ ML RR . 1E
R — AR R T, REASZ S NPRE, HA B 0 B0 2 4 i 0 s i i 100 ofE ff
B, REMEARIEAT PR U ZRAE AR DL e D S B0 S/ IV 25 S 8 1 B SR O el 24
A (A AL 2 I ML, MR 2y . B E R RGN E— B N LA
B BEAh, PER SR R HEAA T MAESER L EMA R ZRE RSG5, Hill
FEAR R BAT R b | ARG R M DL BN 2 M, 75 88 AR (R 28 3 I BE T vk oAb
BLIE| 0 o5 S = 111 £ B o0 N 317 S (= N [ [ O i =5l R S > AN 5 T O 3 L D
KRGS T Re A8k, WIIGAE A —E TG S PrIE oL, 20k sh 1l A A
EAESEL LR . I REAEN—FEIESEBIERRY , ML DR A febn ik 2 I 7k 0 ir
AR, HAEZ R mAR 2t X R MAE SIS A2 BAT oo vEae, nl LABK 1k
T YN A A A TR M P R B B 5 | R PG BE AT, I8 b R4 i R B i A P43
MEAR TR SR, AR A BRI R BEHLARAMRAEC RS, 12 2003-2015 45 H [
FE 7= X172 AR T AR FEAREAS , J 1 3aURUEE I R st ) A8CROK S, 0K B R
FE R A HRCR R R AN TR e AR——BP #4545 %Y (Back Propagation Neu-
ral Network, BPNN) FIZ#L[% EW JE47 HuEe, LA UE RFBIAY A Al S A i, DA
I TR A RCE PN e, s DR 222735 OG 1 RE ZE MU b A1 FH U v ) 1
A

SRRV & STUER RN o Rith iabie

1.1 EREE

P SR bR 803 B2 7 R BBEA B A% R 48 7R 25 FE IR 0 B 235 SR (B) g o R RO, 3
A TAER WA . A2 AR AL 7 s Ry S =g, Herh, AR AR
RAGHR AL T OULIE, oy AR B R AR s A LMl oM, AT A 3 I 5P B AR X B
FEFII, LR o T, R AR RO R RR A I Rt 2 . RF
HYSEEAJE R 1 R, BRI HOC e tlE — R AR, il [ Bk AL B0
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IR AR 7 JARE, R AR e 5e IR
B RIMABAE T o e R B, 38
i Bl i R A% i b AL 1 LI K o i
ZESetE . BEPLAL AN GRREA S, ORI 2R
PEdEsm A 200 260 B iy et RATBE
PLRBRARIE I K0 R — A i, JE5 P
Xt G HAT AR LR 6 AR (M 45 F b A R (60 i
NLER) . AL R R T, w28
SR EERR MR N R bR o i A5 2R s R,
Xt 5 1) A G5 A4 AT 23 B A SR O35
B TR AR AE B PR A5 R A SR (AL
), KA AE AR AR B S L

SR S 0 B BT ] —— X K

KALI i th REBETY, 20145 i L 9R bR

A5 0 ) REREAE (5 HOX AT (10025 2 BRI

FLHF- S D R B oR 4 2R

1.2 #i&Eid 72 Bl RFA3EA S
%_,/ﬂ} , ﬁ%ﬂﬂ;@@ Fig. 1 The basic principle of RF

RF {EHAR SIS 5 Z R E PO R SE, 7S nREL (&) Aty
AR AT SR (m), B RE T BENLARMRE AR RN, 5B e T R
IIRBAROL o IX PSR AL ASE s BRI e K AL PR P RS BE o M TR0 3 & BB
A FHRCR P BRI B SARATTT (B2): (1) RGNS . BBk A RCR PN
M I IR A BRIy T= {(xl,yl), (xz, yz), -, (xm,ym)} , K Bootstrap fliA£7E M T 1 =
I3 Z ZIREAIE I — AL RN T, , R k YOE L
k%ﬂjﬁ%ﬁ%W%ﬁﬁ;FL;mjﬁ(ﬁﬁ%L<}ﬂmMm@%ﬁﬁ%j>
O RURFEFE A5 o X kS B0HE B2 3 i) i ST S AT
Pruned Kb BEATREE S R B 0 260, Jd i TS M E R
HALE R Gini 88, W R n 1Y Gini 58 BUE XN -
Gini(n)= Zp(w,)p(wj) =1 —pz(wj) , X, p(w) 2% n v

i#]

e Sebe . S v R . " e B LS AR 3 2448 i
AN BT SRR ARANEL U R A B o -

(3) W24 5o Xt Gini F8 R K I i e J i R 3R A 743
)

H, HEPIHH Ginit5 8. BEDFOLIR AT Gini 551
IR R

Y

> ERIIUR

INTHUEBIE, AL REA b BRI AR
(4) B2 Rk BREIBRIRER, IR Z
JE DUV R i b e ) B R R A

H, REAGEIT

WAL AR PRI A FA) 3 A [ P DI 0 T AR [ ] )
2e5¢, M R AL a 7 RBR B A MERUINGE J) . (PSR
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Fig. 2 Construction of decision trees
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Wit fE v Has T R R 45 B o Bt i, FIREE A RIEIER, S T kR
ik lE, RFLIXHERASIMHE (Out-of-bag, OOB) NILAl, iz FHILJE(HZETTHE 4
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AR HNELE S j A o3 ff A2 B 0 JE PR X AT BEALT 9 284k, EOB T ROR M AR e AR B
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J
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KA AN Gini S8 BME s N IFRAR 4G RFW RS j A R PR OB (152
S RFW 1.
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B\, WiRA AN R REAE, JHE IR AR, Az i e b e i S
M AS e (BRI FHRCR) R DEBUOC R s AR R AR AS S S A 3125 11 R 58 B2 1
RF 7325t v, &5 0 b A RRAE (5 HA R 1 A 2565 TIASC R SRy 2 AR i) b ) FH A4
B, EE, AR SRR PR E I RIS BR b A AR AR
1.3 xtbFiE

BT 22U . ZAnsr BTN AR R R FHRCRINEE kAR 2, (HM 7 ik TR 3
WA IR, RETIAY A ARAOEN AL =2, Bk, AT S n4 b uE RF
PRI FHRCR AT SEPE , A SO ZE 5 S B — 0 7 I sl SR R X L

H—, EWo MWPEMIrEM B G ek E , AL T HADE AN, EW 1
WA B M FEREAN T B, HORTR 2R GH— SR 56, PR s SRAI R e, RIHAS SCisk
P2 EW VE 8 FUAECRE M 74 9 AR R . LA it 3R 5 ok 25 08 A0 1 1 SRR
A, WIETE R PRIR A 25 B A 2 SRR Dk i A, UEmDRE 2 4 FE bR i AR TR
BOEBAINA RS AP BUER 5, TR N B R, Hat BB S %
Bk [5], SCPARZEGA,

%, BPNN. BPNN FISZHEm EAE LR ) e a3, T B p s i
SANGR, BEER FMEE HH AURAGTA A R R E Mok . AR, SCFFmEil B BA A
NI, (0 SR R AR B DU ] 8, O RN T S 45 ) AL 1 o7 FH Y
B, HIRAWFE ) 28R . M2 T, SRR FHRCR P 0 fih 25 X 2 S5 RA) 320 4 4 T B
A, HAESEPR S, KEZEW 58 R 2 BPNN s HARIE IE 20, R AR 3G #% BPNN
YERPLAER S A e . 08 ok UG, —1> 321 BPNN fE S5 IUAE B2 A0 i 22w,
PR A S22 1 ] Matlab 2015 a T HEAAEE . YIZRBEHUR] RIS 1Y) 3 2 BPNN 4544

2 WS iR SRR R

2.1 HAREXHER
WE X EWHE AR E A -5, SRR EZERE L4, s E RS
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8 S I [ A b FE i 45 HLAG R4 A ke
FETEVE R o AR 0 B 2013 4540 A 1Y
CETF U TE B L 256 T R BOR S i
L) % AR A T2 X ) 4 2N
5y, #E THPERE £ KA R
AN /NN U i S TS s N 1 s [ AN T
B WA, w# Yy, e, pn
WiF . TLVESE 1340 (HIRIX), s ?%m#z
RAb . BRI VLR R R 3 R IX 1000 kam
(F3) . WEIHER R, 201548, B —
B 7 XN B b R T AR 2y 88.98 T kim?,
DL 65.91% Ak i B 7= T 42 77%
DAL SRR, B T 20 A o
MR A s, Ry TIREETRRE

) ‘ - Fig.3 Location of the major grain producing areas in China
15 AR 1 438 7 i i ik 555 -5 NI o =R 4 7
PG, SUbRIEE, i 735 3R A A P G 8 S5 ] A — 2B BHAS T
R AR I, WERIATE . O I 1 B 1R 32 DX 38 1 kR FHRICR KO, X 42
AR E A PR RE I AR B RE N LK, AN SCUIOR A 7 X Y 172 A4S H Tl Sk 5o
T AT ESE .
2.2 SRR R R EHESRIE

B, TEbRWIEE . WA SCER AR A BB R ASCR I B R A A, SR —
BFRERLE AW AR, SRS RN AR s AR
CEARER R AL, JEHOCE KA H R et S 40 iz m >, 5 2T
“JES1—IRZS—Mi " (Pressure-State-Response, PSR) #ff, & Sk F) FH RE K
N HRRZS F X IR e R 77 AR R B R A SRR AR A E— e S, H
Ja — WA N bR R BA TR R R R A 2N AR R HAT, PSR
AT A HEE S TR R C HER R, XN Tk — P 5EE 4L, B b AE R H 2o 2
e, SR RBUOMFEHOA ERMTEA . S5 8l BHE A R E R R AR AR,
BEEEA K5 RS SIS [F B b B i RS R BEVE ) B B o R R B9 R B, BRI H 5%
B T RIOMEEHHA BN = R iR T, RIERgs . BeAh, 7Y
AT RS D LT, IR LRI ES, Hit, nTRsi kBRIt E%
ZEHE MR AR A O . JEF B IRXTHE A FHACR P G B 5 AU IS A C A IR
R, WM ESTHBEARE (KRS . FIARE CRERS) . =l (WA RS .
AIFFEENE AT R GE, 198 B HEHB ARG E A R (K1),

B, TR ORERMESMT . 32 SPSS 22.0 X} & 7] — AN vE D) J2 14 T8 A o 7 ) 326 A 7
Pearson fHOC/HT, AHOCHE W 3E MFE IR HOR B —1>, BN 18 MRk th 12 1P
Febr, FIRIFIRE HF EW .. BPNN FIRF 5 EDR 6 327 DB R] 8GRI B e hn iR &R o

B IR RMUERE . BAR LRI HESE (R1) MNERRE 4,
{HNBEAA A2 & AT TE A M B oo A ORI AMIR I 2 . L, XX Lo g bRtk 75k

e AT [ S0 25 R 2R (i R v P R 45 A
T #A4E45 h GS(2016)2923 bR HuE HI/E , e Toi&ek .,
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Table 1 Index system for cultivated land utilization efficiency

HENJZ fabrz: TS Pkl
B ATKF- IR AL A/KW - hm™) M AU Z) I A Hb TR 3]
AR A/(10°TT - hm™) FARBEA BB Hb T AR il

HIZFE TIBANON + hm™) Al Mol N B AL PN
LA A/ (kg - hm™) At FH /A b T AR P

I 5 RIHIEEUY% I M R/ - A s
TR % Hrh A RO R 1

SRR % ARAE ARl TR /A T AR PR

Far=18480% YR R A b T R P8R

R B/ (kg - hm™) A FEA /B T A i

e A H™/(10°kg - hm™) B i/ T R
AR AL = E /(10478 - A7) Vs V23 DNEE ' 18R

AP E/(10°J8 - hm™) AR (/A TR AR PR

Ti TP A AERE/ (kwh - JT7) ARl FH L AR LS

CIESES2 ¢ AEHEH IR A (hm - N G/ SN {8
EAFERU Y% B/ YNEPSY; (JsYNS| 15
WEZL2FE (kg - N7 AR A 1/400 kg 358

Al HIRTFE U % — (3

PRMEL R /% — UiEs

BEFHOMT. B, BRNT AR B=Y(1, -1, )31 - v, ) S EE RER-

0.9912, X, Y FRRSIRIRISEPRE; YRR TRIRAEIME ; ki A2, SO
172, Hak, B e=1-R 1185 % 2 50e=0.0938, BIRBERZBAET0, AT 2B
N, XTEMRE BR T ASSCTE R 12 45 kR 2 A1, At PR 2R BRI FHACR ()5 e /N 31 i)
DIZBEANTE . I, 2= 1 BPE Fe briR R HA Bom i T {5 A S .

% L& T A AN T XA R Sh R IR R, AR SCRUAFSE IR A 2003-2015 4F . JEAli%k
PEAVET 2004-20164F (P ERMNGIHEL) (PEMHTSITHEL) DUARE F7X 134
B, AR LA E TSGR, R, BEAS TP ER T HFIRT . fARZEARIX . K
PO, W ARk, JE T BERHT . Rt RS TR AIE N 8 T (X))

2.3 RFEZXLHRSHILTE

i, WGBS F T o YIGRBEASE RF I R AR08 4, R AU A 25
Fad e, HH R FEAR SR TR AR S X N A ] A G R A A A R T,
A RF 240 R faeE MR as 0, o8 R 12 W F8FRAE 2003-2015 4E 980 A BUR LA REA
B, L2028 LHBEA, BEHLIEH60%, B 1217 4IEHRAE RIIZGREA , 25% I EURAE Rl
FEAS, A 5% MEIRVE MRIISFEA . 158, 18 H Bootstrap MU ZREEA FRBEAL . A3 73517
A CAT Al ERORE D) P e A i A AR AT AT f et ) SAEAREOH R B H BIREA, B
2028 AR N ZR4E (5 UNGREEZ A Al ST, BT DA ES ) s Hk, 8 H ran-
domForest () fix%>, XHHEAREMERIEIIT ZUCRE2= S (HRPPFERZERILFRE A



6 Berh¥e R TRENLARARAHE A R AR R Ay e HL R 1337

A2, MRS FE IR 2 ) BB E T PR AR A2 Ak it N ZE A A AR A 3 ), 5]
FENFEA | R R —FROCRRS, AR PIR 1. 2DPR 2 A AN [R] A PR SRR A
FEMLARAK, JEMZEIRIEAERE (confusion matrix) Wi I 2R b A1) FHZSCR I 1Y RE 45
R, IR HGE H1F 2003-2015 AEHFHEA FHASCR RGN EE o YIZREE SR, PIEAE 5%M7K
VR RERIE, AR RAETE [0.79, 0.87] YU, = IR R, 1A, AL
K BPNN FI EW Hf i iR bR EE VR XN EL, E— 20 A 56 A S A Y R B A 2 A AT 5

W, ZEORE . RE SIS0 R A 0 S AR AU, I DO 204K
PEIHATIH—AAb B, A0 F OOB TLfhfliit 45 AR S50 &~ REBBIAE B, IF 4
SN ZAEA SR B A A TN 2RI, 500 2 U255 DO B ok RVl ik A7 — 2
TR, AN R W 5 28 SR TR . 4 4« library (randomForest), M 1
— BB TR PR 2 12, B2, X B SRR 25 R SR LA 2R
Fomo 3R 2 NANE Y m BUE R BRI 22 R/ (3R2) . N T IR UEBEDLARAMOR i 25 R
BRI, B o BIECh 7R ZE R, B2t 20O S BRI b, Yk
A K T 460 5, OOB44MR 25 THaa , R i s B 1Y) 43 25 hy 4605 X% T
BPNN i 55, 2 CH]H Matlab 2015 a fit) mapminmax () PRECEHEARIEATIH—fLALFE, ¢
A EUEREE] [0, 1] Z[), BEIME S BUAL RS sRE S M2 M 4% (12x12x1), FUH
M ARBEAL R A BENL ™A, FESEOE T . HinRZER/IMER 0.002, KRG IREL
650, MHERECN0.1, 22154 0.02,

R2 AEmBUERNRIRZE

Table 2 Errors corresponding to different m values

AL 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12
PREL 03617 03299 02677 02173 02011 0.1944 0.1802 0.1814 0.1819 0.1817 0.1822 0.1830

W FRFRANE AT . YA o 460 I, RF 7E FEE A X it B rh e A 5
FIN Gini 8508/ MA, SRECEYIE S B BB PPN P8 AR Y REALE  (RFW), WA
41/, REVUIHIICAERA | MR A | R | R R AR = (E 5
i) X Bkt A PR f B B0 4 SR bR, DU AR HL ik 40.29% . 1 A4 B if AURIRY
BG4 RPN NS A EZ 2805, I SAE LB 9.97%, [, k5
BPNN H1 & 5740 (BPNNW) FIEW £ 8niE (EWW), Hir, EWiRGI46IR
FIA R A M, AR RSN = i G AR, R 88U B 2R 9 F R IRy
ANEZAER, BPNNW U RO ™ (A i B EAE bR, Al AR F UK %N
IANEEFEbR . AT, MAAE AR I EUEE S NHEA R B, EWW FIRFW f77E 2
FEFESE, T BPNNW HMIRFW [B] 925 580N, UL IR B2 8 LA K 57 ) 1 78 R 451 T 1)
KR LA 2 A A AR 708 i S O, 77 A s R B iR I E 2805 2 1 b i) 4
REL, AR A AR R EE W, AR AP AR L K 25 ]
SIAREEAIAT SRR R I I, TR RE U i R Z 52 R R

S0, AEABERAE . WA RO R, EWW U AR ARt
PACRS A &, /R385 R B A EAE 53 A 250 FHE P R 1E 10 REW
BPNNW BEM [ WLl R RCR 5 45 F5 bR B P [ A N TEBR 3R, TR X S8 B 3R DL Gini $55K
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O RFW 0 BPNNW B EWW

ﬁﬂﬁﬁk%ﬁxi

; _ﬁm@ﬂﬂwﬁﬁ
n | rer

,_— Eﬁ‘}gﬁ*g,ﬁz

i_—u Eﬂ’*ﬁ‘ﬁ

: | s A
- e R A

12I% 10% 8% 6% 4% 2% 0
K4 SRR TR E

Fig. 4 Values of each index of RFW, BPNNW and EW
WMERIE R GRIB R, B WAFR PR AR A 25 55, BV B8 b A B FReiFE 53 28
B 1R PN T AL R 5 X 28 25 I BRSF C R 22, AR SRR R G AL . &R 4
FUANHE RS, PRI E RF FIBPNN A SR bR RS T % 8 . [RIRT, fRHisfr4s
WR, RF AT BHRIZE 1R 22 REPIE 2.07%~7.35%, FHIRZE N 3.19%, /2K
41 89.23% , WL SLETH] 2 29.84 #F, BPNN A9 15 22 FAE 1 7E 5.19%~10.23%, FFHiR2EN
5.19%, ZrNSIE N 78.19%, WKEKIHE] A 43.27 b, XFIL2 N, RE ZEACERGE 1Y ] i B
PERGHR , A TAERER R, WRSIGR R TP, 100 W AN B 18 5 X 5 00 B2 6 42 (B) AH B A
LA RO LE . A, FRATDAE AT F IR T H A LIS UE, F2% BPNN A1 RF 21710 2
A RS E M. R 3 EAL, RFW RURRUE L T BPNNW, 2 L RE ) g e Mo

UL REW B35 FH T8 bR EA I ] e Rk A A b R PSRN E

%3 BPNNW 5RFWRE i
Table 3 Stability test of BPNNW and RFW

s BPNNW RFW 5 BPNNW RFW
1 1.0000 1.0000 7 0.5000 0.9300
2 1.0000 1.0000 8 0.7500 0.7500
3 0.9300 1.0000 9 0.9300 1.0000
4 0.7500 1.0000 10 1.0000 0.7500
5 0.5000 1.0000 ¥ifE 0.8110 0.9430
6 0.7500 1.0000

3 RS

3.1 Bt F A ERERS TR LR
¥i A RFW{H . BPW {H I EWW {H 435315 2003-2015 £ [ 13 MR E 72X 1724
o T RO, DL2003 4F . 2009 4EF1 2015 45 M HFFERT 5, FFFIH AreGIS 10.2 1)
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S5 [B) PR 20 FL s R AT (AR KA ARELX . B, B, SEXD) . BlS
WIRJE/R T 3T RF, BPNN. EW B R HRCR I 25

(1) REMIBEEEFA T BHFARIE I, Hp EARE 32 X R S-S 300R B S i 8
LTRSS, 2003 4E140.4793 L FHE] 2015419 0.7504, B HUR HRCRAR SR G H AT B
AT BCPERRIE , A48 BIRICRE TR BTE R FE 0] PN L R B s AN [ i B2 s ka9, Hor
PO By e b KR, RS R0 Y 0.6319 38K 2 R A4 0.8984, Hk Ayl e By
VL. LI AT AR 43 51 i 2003 4E 19 0.6220. 0.5719., 0.5633 254k K 2015 4E 1 0.8614
0.8374. 0.8211. WA DHAERF MR HIPF9R0RKE, BT, DI, VI8, HARAHEHL
RIS RCR e, SERCRE 98 0.7552, 0.7421, 0.7262. 0.7008, N5 . ¥
R . AT RS L TR) Il A b B R T AR AR X R A, T AR (E 43 00 0.6210,
0.6009. 0.5851. 0.5819, 2009-20114F, HLE 377 X PR ERSE 0 (A HF1] - 45508
TE0.75 AT, 2012-20154F (0], AU S&Je VT r R -3 80R 06 24 R4 7E 0.85 LA
o USRS, 20034F . 2009 4EH12015 4R M 377 X 172 S L9 23 A 324>

b. RF 20094% c.RF 20154F

>z

0 500 km

| I—

A Fsk R
O THde
CMEMEX
X
B HEEX
B S {EX

Fl5  2003-2015 4k FRCR 2 (0] 204

Fig. 5 Spatial distribution of utilization benefit of cultivated land in 2003-2015
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Table 4 Error analysis of measurement

K PR 22 Muse Muiae Meerp R T
RF 0.1423 0.0174 0.1119 2.3533 0.8685 0.0000
BPNN 0.1629 0.0211 0.1644 1.6806 0.5722 0.1240
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Measurement of cultivated land utilization efficiency:
Construction and application of random forest

CHEN Dan-ling', LU Xin-hai’, KUANG Bing’
(1. College of Public Administration, Huazhong University of Science and Technology, Wuhan 430074, China;
2. College of Public Administration, Central China Normal University, Wuhan 430079, China)

Abstract: Setting up a suitable quantitative analysis model is a basic work for scientific grasp
of cultivated land utilization efficiency and its distribution pattern, and can provide reasonable
decision- making basis for sustainable utilization of cultivated land then realizing the
coordinated development of cultivated resources and environment. In order to effectively
describe the complexity, dynamics and heterogeneity characteristics of cultivated land use
system, a random forest (RF) model for measuring cultivated land utilization efficiency is
constructed by applying random sampling Bootstrap to build a classification tree reasonably.
Then by taking 172 cities in the major grain producing areas of China as an example, the RF
model was trained to measure the cultivated land utilization efficiency in 2003-2015 compared
with Back Propagation Neural Network and Entropy weight to verify the consistency,
representative and superiority of RF. The results show that: (1) RF model has fewer parameters
and simpler implementation. It can simulate the complex relations among the evaluation
indexes, which makes it convenient to analyze the value of each index. (2) For efficiency
measurement results of the same space unit, RF > BPNN > EW, the overall distribution pattern
of the cultivated land utilization efficiency in RF and BPNN is similar while a great difference
exists in EW. (3) Judged from the matching degree of evaluation results to reality and the
accuracy parameters, the measurement results are reasonable and in accordance with the facts
in RF, which reflected its high applicability and reliability. At the same time, compared with the
other two commonly used models, RF can reduce the dimensions of input vectors and the
computing complexity, then raise the training efficiency. The correlation coefficient R of RF is
0.8685, Mgep is 2.3533, with the minimum Mys: and Muae being 0.0174 and 0.0211,
respectively, which is more suitable for the study of the cultivated land utilization efficiency
with complex nonlinear characteristics, and this method has explored a new way for evaluating
cultivated land utilization efficiency.

Keywords: cultivated land utilization efficiency; random forest; main grain producing areas



