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Landscape Visual Evaluation of Qishan National Forest Park Based on GIS and SBE Method
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Abstract: Ten factors were selected by using the GIS spatial analysis function to carry out the visual re-
source assessment of the landscapes in 14 scenic spots in Qishan National Forest Park, such as visibility,
succession, definition and comfort level, and so on. SBE method was adopted to comprehensively evaluate
the above 14 scenic spots, and then the results of the assessment based on GIS and SBE were weighted.
The results showed that the landscape vision resource of scenic spot S10 was the best, while that of scenic
spot S2 was the worst. Models to evaluate the visual resources of the landscape in the park based on GIS
and SBE methods were verified on this account. The results would provide support for the establishment of
forest park evaluation system.
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Fig. 1 View distribution of Qishan Forest Park
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Table 7 The grade of landscape visual evaluation of Shuangfeng area
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