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SBE Based Evaluation of In-forest Landscape Aesthetic Quality of Forest Park in Suburb

WANG Na'* ,ZHONG Yong-de'" , LI Sen

(1. School of Tourism ,Central South University of Forestry and Technology ,Changsha, Hunan 410004 ,China;

2. Guangxi Eco-engineering Vocational and Technical College , Liuzhou,Guangxi 545004 ,China)

Abstract ; According to the principle of scenic beauty estimation and multi-factor linear regression equation,

in-forest landscape aesthetic quality of forest park in suburb of Guangxi was evaluated. Among 15 indices

which were selected for the evaluation,7 indices exhibited significant influences on landscape aesthetic qual-

ity ,including richness of color,stand density.form of trunks,canopy density, visibility, uniformity of under-

growth,and height of undergrowth. Indices which demonstrated weak influences were the proportion of

dominant species,average DBH, coefficient of variation of DBH,arrangement of trunks,coverage of under-

growth, litter,and dead trees&fallen woods. A multi-factor regression equation for the evaluation was set

up based. Countercurrents for the optimlization of the equation were put forward. The model would be

helpful to guide the management of landscape quality in the forest park in suburb.

Key words: forest park in suburb; in-forest landscape; evaluation of landscape aesthetic quality; SBE method
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T PF 23, P AR A0 30 4 B 3R Y AR 1 4 3 A T
KHGE2,
1.3 SEWUEHERE

SAZRE M I E Y 2015 48 11 H 1—30 H, N
TRUIE SR R E AR G — IR ST 7B
il T LA A8 AE I D AE gk 78 2 19 21 T4,
ANEFHINSEAT 5 2) e FFAE BRSO IR 2 L L AR AR TR
th BEVERT A A S N G N TR A 5 3)
FA A AHPLAA B - J5c A BIR B b s BB PR 5508 5 4) 1148
OBk S IR ] = DRUE AT A R,
1.4 SHRIFNEHIEE

AR AR R # 56 R FAAE 22 7.
EABFFE R B 12 1 AR AN ) 50 AE AATTHR A
it 2 R IR FBHAM FEREZFAET
XFPF S5 R = A2 . % T AR B AT B
J VG A A it U A L B MR TR MO B R IR AR
I RN 2 BRI 55 5 ALl i R A AR D) R DA S X B
SERVCE T AR AL B R T, 3631 60 A/ 500
1.5 ¥FHRHiE

A5 B SO IE 53 T OR 2 N LTET VR 19 T
3% 2 1 45 5K 5O R 5 VR R LTAT B AT
100, BB &8, 508 7 DI
PRUE(E 3D,
1.6 =MFSERRENLE

XF 60 RLVEAT P BEAT BR AEAL A 2

Z;=(R; —R)/S, (D

AfZ M G AT RS T A SO T A E
MIAREALAE s R, A5 § A PR XS A AT 5
MIPEIE R, e 7 A PE X e A 50X 4307 53
B30 5 S, RE j AV H 3 X T A 0 01
SHEMPRIEZE . AREILEE R AR 4.



310 P AR B 2 4 32 %
R 145 b FRAR bR A = VAR
Table 1  General situations of 45 in-forest landscapes
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Table 2 Evaluation elements of in-forest landscape
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Fig. 2 The photo of No. 22 landscape
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Fig. 3 The photo of No. 33 landscape
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