LA R, Journal of Anhui Agri. Sci.2017,45(12) :157 - 159,162

ETHBEZEHNHRARZUEZMEITMN

EXB S, B, B, T B emesonmesn S, 280 239000)

BE AT FFHRATIEN T iF REARRZTIFENA R, B S ATRIRL SRR R 3R T — AR TR B HRARTINE S
WAL 6 77 ik, BRI R IR B MR BB AT T kbR R B R AR SRR E RN IEARE A @R A
BA5 E 5, R B RS ERE RN IEATAR TR R B T IRMAER | FAH R 2 HeAR B P T AL R ILeY 3 AR AT TR, E Ak
B — R,

KB RN BB S ARARTI; RIL
HES RS S731.3 XEFRIZAE A XERS 0517 -6611(2017)12 -0157 - 03
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Abstract In order to enrich forest landscape evaluation methods and promote the research of forest landscape evaluation,based on the study of

( Geography Information and Tourism College , Chuzhou University , Chuzhou, Anhui

forest landscape in Langya Mountain,a method based on digital image was proposed to evaluate the aesthetic value of forest landscape. The feasi-
bility of this method was expounded by data acquisition, data processing and evaluation of calculation in sequence,and then grades converting
method was put forward to eliminate both the positive and the negative effects as well as unit difference in evaluation indexes. Analytic Hierarchy
Process (AHP) was used to construct the evaluation index system and to establish assessment model. In addition, three conditions that may appear
in grades converting were discussed. The method was applied to the Langya Mountain National Forest Park and the feasibility of the method was

validated.
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Table 2 Evaluation index and weight grade conversion standard
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Fig.1 Scatter plot of real value and prediction value
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