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Aesthetic Evaluation for Plant Landscape of Wetland Park Based on AHP
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Abstract: As the main style of urban green lands, urban wetland park is one of the commen patterns. The

research and aesthetic evaluation of plant landscape is crucial for wetland park. After selecting several

quantitative indicators and qualitative indicators, this paper built the aesthetic evaluation system for plants

landscape of Hangzhou in which was the first national urban wetland park in China by Analytic Hierarchy

Process (AHP). A comprehensive evaluation was carried out in order to achieve the best combination be-

tween objective and subjective, as well as quality and quantity.
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Table 1 Evaluation index system about the plant landscape

in urban wetland parks
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Table 2 Index weight of guideline layer and target layer
~ N ) § CEWNE
Rz 2 = .
HErZ )z N ¥ 2 A HE B
[q&D) 0.504 0.270
(Cy) 0.028 0.015
(Cs) 0.261 0. 140
A3 Cp) 0.013 0.007
0. ) . .
(B A
(Cs) 0.008 0. 004
Ik (Co) 0.126 0. 068
‘TE Cy) 0. 060 0.032
iia
Hh (Cg) 0.472 0.119
N
= k£ (Cy) 0.043 0.011
i v 0.253 (Cio) 0.143 0.036
7 (B3) . 3
= (Ci) 0. 265 0.067
U (Ci2) 0.077 0.020
1% (Cr3) 0.177 0.013
Z3 (A . o .
(B 0.075 (Cr) 0.433 0.033
(Ci5) 0. 390 0.029
Bk .
(B 0.136 (Cis) 1 0.136

CI=0.056;RI=1.568;CR=0.035<C0. 1,
3 T AHP ty £ & EH M 5 A F M

R £ 5 T o M) B R 4 AR GE T K X
XFPEH R G A B B — BB 2R AR AR
BVFRE (Y AT BE P /N s T BE 1R A RO SR i . ik
JZ WG A 12 Xk 3k T 9 2 e A A ) S5 0L 0 A B
SE R N EE AT E . BEJS A BOMI 25 5 1T
T R BT N 2 el R AR W) S 0L SR R

(VD) B8 J Xef 3l 71 08 b 2 el L ) 5 O 2% 45 o Jo 55
PR HUH 100~80 S8 T 9, 79~60 K& 11 9,59
~40 FJ/ M 2. 39~0 RJE IV, g7 PR, M=
I8 T 188 b 2 el A ) 55 O 255 45 o IO 48 40/ 3 T 1 b 2
el A 4y S5 00 B AR 25 6 B 4 250 < 100 %%

SA TP R TR

V=>BW (D
V NGS5 U AN W o I A
{E s T8

MR 3 2 v 25 F8 bR AL (B, A5 1 PG 932 368 T 3
N FEAE Y FOR I £S5 VR T BT R N

V=3BWi=3CWo (2)

=0.270 X C, +0.015 X C, + 0.140 X Cy +
0. 007 X C,;+0.004 X C;+0. 068X Cs+0.032X C,
0. 119X Cy40.011X C, +0. 036 X Cy, +0. 067
X Cy; +0.020X Cy,+0.013X Ci3+0.033X Cy,+
0.029% Cp; +0.136X Cy

R4l 7 R SR A5 P IR [ 50 b 2 el A ) S WL 2R
i B M S R SR TR (R 3)

2 3 B VT LA VG R S0 Hb 2 el AR )
WLZE G i B 5 R 1 9 i A Ml 5008 28 A8 9 A e o
oo R AR ) ) ZREPE L 2 P DT DL SOK i A
A KRR SO R 5 ) A ) FOUL 2R G i B Y
Fo 38 I PG IR G M el % B TR () e ) R R T
ZEG T 43T s A BV IR ] 500 b 2 el AT ) S WL 25
B K AE—E 22 7. 76 25 DA, 1 905
W A 32%, 505 T B8 hy 28%, nf Il VG V&
] 2 10 M2 Bl A 90 5 U0 3 75 B — 1 e i R 4E B
B Z5 G i BT B 45 R0 AR ) SOUAE AE B A I
A7 I, [R] At Ay 3 T 3 b 2 el A 4 s O ) i T A
L UNOR S

*3 AREREMAEEYSEAESRREN

Table 3 Comprehensive qualitative evaluation for plant landscape of Xixi National Wetland Park
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