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Table 1 Index system of rural landscape function evaluation

H b2 T H 2 ES= e b=

Target layer Project layer  Factor layer Index layer
ST LG HRE(A)  AESRN SPFE I (Co BB AU E (DD A (D) VAR R (D;)

Comprehensive (B1) FEL AT PE (Co) 477 il B i 28 (D) VAR 77 i 548 (Ds ) A G™ i SRR 2 (D)

index of landscape ARFE  AEBREEC) HRKERERRD) MAERERD)  HHERLH A Z (D) JK 5 R Z (D)
evaluation (By) S (C) Shaonon ZHEVEFEEL (D) L 8L BE 75 40 (D1 ) L 50000 0 AL 35 2 (Dis)
FIREHR AHIFPEC) R AT A RR AL (D) & RS % 1 (Dis) I 34 B (Dis)
(By) HARYE(Ce) G 35 18 (Dir) 42 3 5 0 1 A EE (Das)
FREEROL(Crd My T B7 3 1 AL 3R (Do) | X IR IR ST IR 75 (Do) 7K MR 5T 1 4 0 (Do) L KU
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W58 ZREPE(Co) )a{}ULy:j»!/I‘HXTEEmE(Dza)\ﬂﬂﬁxiﬂ?%ﬂg*ﬂﬁ’ﬂﬁ(nﬂ

®2 BEERNE

Table 2 Index weightiness of each layer

i H 2 Project layer [N % )2 Factor layer 8552 Index layer

B1 (0. 45) C1 (0. 54) Dy (0. 27) .D2 (0. 45) \D3 (0. 28)
C, (0. 46) D, (0. 44) (D5 (0. 29) .Dg (0. 27)

B, (0.3D) C; (0. 65) D7 (0. 24) \Dg (0. 27) \Dy (0. 25) Dy (0. 24)
C,€0.35) D11 (0. 35) .Dy2 (0. 34) . D3 (0. 31)

B; (0. 24) C5 (0. 18) Dy, (0. 48) D15 (0. 27) Dy (0. 25)
Cs (0. 23) D17 (0.57) \Dy5 (0. 43)
C7(0.21) Dy (0. 44) Dy (0. 28) . Dy1 (0. 10) \ D12 (0. 18)
Cs (0. 22) D35 (0. 31) . Dy (0. 33) \ D35 (0. 36)

Cy (0. 16) D26 (0. 65) . D27 (0. 35)
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Table 3 Evaluation standard of rural landscape function

A PN E _ , e - )
} A >0.75 0.5~0.75 0.35~0.5 0.25~0. 35 <0.25
Comprehensive evaluation value
P b 1 5 Bt — & B w2
Evaluation standard
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Table 4 Factor layer evaluation results of the ten villages in Acheng district

RNEE RN [ G A A e IRAOR
Index of project layer Social effect Ecological quality Aesthetic feeling effect
KR ZiE R gutiE e tsIAEME AR BEE AT AKME FER HRME Wk
Index of factor layer
A% S 0. 696 0.667 0.594 0. 685 0.734 0.452 0. 509 0.441 0.695
Hongxin New Village
T 0.462 0.682 0.698 0.422  0.624 0.385  0.294  0.227 0.551
Nanpaizi Village
M 0.472 0.558 0.771 0. 287 0. 608 0.667 0. 554 0.483 0. 547
Zhanjia Village
S8 ] i 0.458 0.556 0.724 0.452 0.524 0.552 0.428 0. 356 0.471
Toudaohezi Village
i 7K 0.291 0.338 0.556 0.482  0.662 0.702  0.407  0.382 0.295
Diaoshuihu Village
WEFETE 0. 347 0.393 0. 687 0. 704 0.323 0.755 0. 445 0. 564 0. 681
Fanxiweizi Village
Jei 0.454 0.324 0.553 0.525 0. 398 0.556 0.442 0. 362 0. 487
Beichuan Village
LR 0. 368 0.335 0.588 0.602 0. 507 0.614 0. 547 0. 664 0. 629
Qikesong Village
Bl 0. 335 0.265 0.637 0. 299 0. 385 0.722 0.627 0.425 0. 505
Xinli Village
&= 0.374 0.265 0. 489 0. 259 0. 355 0.415 0. 322 0.448 0. 381
Sheli
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Table 5 Evaluation results of project layer of the ten villages in Acheng district

5 H 5 b EAW: T /7 o S CN 4 S SN S 1= R 1 e o G 172 I A = - v e EN | 11 S o 1 /A R TRV o o
J\ 2
| dEI : Hongxin  Nanpaizi Zhanjia  Toudaohezi Diaoshuihu Fanxiweizi Beichuan Qikesong  Xinli Sheli
ndex Sheli
New Village Village Village Village Village Village Village Village  Village
122 BN 0. 683 0.563 0.512 0.503 0.313 0. 368 0. 394 0. 353 0.303  0.402
Social effect
He 2 TR 0.626 0.601 0.602 0.629 0.530 0.693 0.693 0.534 0.593 0. 409
Ecological quality
EIRTE 0.551 0.401 0.573 0. 465 0.497 0.558 0. 45 0.594 0.541 0. 386

Aesthetic

feeling effect
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Table 6 Comprehensive index of landscape evaluation of the ten villages in Acheng district
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Hongxin Nanpaizi Zhanjia Toudaohezi  Diaoshuihu  Fanxiweizi Beichuan Qikesong Xinli i*l]
New Village Village Village Village Village Village Village Village Village el
0. 634 0.536 0.555 0.533 0.424 0.514 0. 500 0.467 0. 450 0. 400
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Research on Rural Landscape Diversity of
Acheng District of Harbin City

WANG Kun, YUAN Wei,ZHU Chun-fu
(Horticultural College of Northeast Agricultural University, Harbin, Heilongjiang 150030)

Abstract: The rural landscape diversity of ten villages of Acheng district in Harbin city was studied using ana-

lytic hierarchy process. The results showed that the rural

landscape diversity of Acheng district was in good

level, having rich landscape type and better plant landscape. The order of ten villages” comprehensive index of

landscape evaluation was as follows: Hongxin New Village ™ Zhanjia Village > Nanpaizi Village™> Toudaohezi
Village>>Fanxiweizi Village>Beichuan Village™ Qikesong Village™ Xinli Village™ Diaoshuihu Village™ Sheli

Village,and the architecture and road landscape of individual villages were poor, generally lacking of features

landscape and culture. Finally, related suggestions were put forward to provide guidance and reference for rural

landscape construction of Acheng district and other areas.

Key words: landscape diversity;rural landscape; Acheng district of Harbin city
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