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Table 2 Criterion of mountain landscape function evalhation
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Fig. 1 The distributing delineation of tour phces and water systems in Huairou District
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Table3 T he result of comprehensive lan dscape evaluation

of nine towns in Huairou Dstrict

Social Ecological Aesthetic  Value of integrate
Name of town
function function function evduation
0. 310 0. 485 0. 394 0.403 4
0. 501 0. 365 0. 386 0.412 5
0. 537 0. 315 0. 454 0.426 1
0. 299 0. 279 0. 338 0. 303 9
0. 595 0. 452 0. 364 0. 466 7
0. 342 0. 331 0. 332 0.334 6
0. 278 0. 402 0. 245 0.314 6
0. 603 0. 348 0. 478 0. 466 1
0. 328 0. 466 0. 426 0.411 8
0.7 r
0.6 7] —
2 Mm%
0.5 ? B S
7 _— , z DA
0.4 7 e N = m i
% ’ QI §I 7 B4l
0.3 Al A& R N AE N (ownn
B z §I : SI 2 BRAER
0.2 g 2 s ! s ? DR
¢ EN | NE P losess
0.1 Z 2R N Z
AlKS Al SI §l Al

HOMEE  EXLEHE  RBARTE REFHE
2 9
Fig. 2 Comparative chart of functional evaluation of landscape

of nine tow ns in Huairou D strict
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Functional Evaluation of Mountain Landscape
—A Case Study of Huairou District, Beijing City

XIE Hualin, LTI Bo', LIU Liming?, YANG Bo'
(1. School of Resource Science, Beijing Normal University, Key Lab. of Environmental Change and
Natural Disaster, Ministry of Education, Beijing 100875, China;
2. Department of Land Resources Management, China Agricultural University, Beijing 100094, China)

Abstract: Based on three functions of mountain landscape and the principle of choosing index system, the paper

designed an four hierarchical index system of evaluation including object, item, factor and indicator from the so-

cial effects, ecological quality and the aesthetical effects. Based on this, the model of evaluation was constructed

and was applied to nine towns in Huairou District, Beijing City. Results are as follows: the result of evaluating

Baoshan Town and Huaibei Town was relatively good. The result of evaluating Labagoumen Town, Yaxi

Town, Jiuduhe Town and Changshaoying Town is ordinary. The result of evaluating other towns is not good.

T he results are basically consistent with facts, so the index system and model of evaluation are feasible.
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