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Forest Landscape Assessment on Three Stones Forest Park in Fushun

CHEN Ke', LI Zhao-xuan', CHEN Xue-qin' ,JIN Gang’ , ZHAO Lin’, NIU Kai-dong'
(1. College o f Forestry, Shenyang Agricultural University, Shenyang,Liaoning 110161, China; 2. Land Real Estate Agency
of Shenyang Railway Bureau, Shenyang,Liaoning 110001, China; 3. Liaoning Mingwei Asset Appraisal Co. Ltd .Shenyang,
Liaoning 110036, China; 4. Xinmin Machinery Forest Farm , Xinmin,Liaoning 110300, China)

Abstract;: Forest landscape quality on Three Stone Forest Park in Fushun was assessed both quantitatively

and qualitatively based on field investigation, the establishment of the model and SPSS statistical analysis

of the data obtained. The quality of the park was determined to be in grade [[[. SPSS model analysis was

firstly applied in the determination of the weight values of evaluation index to avoid the subjective bias that

were usually generated by experts discussion. Finally, the problems of research methods and research con-

clusion were discussed to promote and coordinate the work of development and utilization the forest land-

scape.

Key words: Three Stones Forest Park; forest landscape; resources evaluation; landscape comprehensive e-

valuation index
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